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Car supply; pp. 90, 332, 543, 554, 583, 584, 
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907, 908, 951, 979, 1090, 1150, 1197, 1203, 
1403. See also car service section. 
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Chamber of Commerce railroad plan; pp. 
229, 363, 401, 1326. 

Chamberlin, C. D.; procedure before the 
k. Ce '€.3 wm. B0nm. 


Chandler, W. H.: elected president of 
NM. Le. 1.5 p, 167. 

Christopher, Chas. E.; traffic manager 
Mid-Co. Oil Sales Co.; p. 743. 
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745, 785. 942, 990, 1052, 1078, 1102, 1109, 
1123 (argument in Decker case), 1190, 
1194, 1196, 1202, 1227, 1266. 1278. 1279, 
1284, 1337, 1340, 1397, 1398, 1425 (Decker 
case decided), 1453. See also overcharge 
claims. 
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1254. 

Clark, Commissioner: testimony before 
House committee on railroad Seer 
tion; pp. 119, 123, 175, 726, 767, 830. 

Clark, W. L.* views of steamship owners 
= railroad legislation; pp. 644, 777, 913, 


P.; express company claim 


‘payment of claims; 


water power 


Commissioner; reappointed; p. 
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Classification, consolidated; pp. 6, 345, 685 
(report of Commission), 713, 793, 819, 
820, 854. 1022. 1267 (filed with Commis- 


sion), 1286, 1352. 
Clayton Act; p. 865. 
Clinton, Noah: prepayment and over- 


charge; p. 138. 

Coal; supply, strike, transportation, pur- 
chase, rates, etc.; pp. 16, 144, 204, 269, 
332, 415, 481, 532, 535, 542, 583, 585, 7&4, 
850. 949, 979, 989, 1017, 1045, 1046, 1063, 
1102, 1109, 1126, 1200, 1201, 1224, 1268, 
1340, 1341, 1344, 1395, 1468. 
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— Geo. W.; prepayment of freight; 
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reports; pp. 11, 14, 79, 270, 
844, 1221, 1275. 
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T. L. committee; p. 545. 

Corporate operation of railroads under 
federal control; p. 23. 

Cotton: rates on, movement of, etc.; pp. 
211, 494, 742, 803, 914, 966, 1032. 

Cowan, S. H.: ideas on railroad legisla- 
tion: pp. 403, 404, 470, 836, 60. 

Croxton, Philip: letter to Alva B. John- 
son in re transportation board; p. 941. 

Cummins bill restoring rate form to Com- 
mission; pv. 5, 19, 21, 25, 45, 122, 229. 
291, 296, 297. 341. 366. 512. 715 (passed 
by House), 766, 829. 866. 961. 1005, 1053, 
1131, 1178 (vetoed by President). 

Cunard Line, the; pp. 15. 166, 738, 790. 

Curtis, B. F.; president. Worcester Traffic 
Association: p. 1085 

Cuyler. T. Dermitt; 
problem; p. 959. 
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fcuk Cement Plaster Co. vs. Ill Cent. 

et al.; case 9033; part of 4th sect. ap. 
2045; cement plaster (53 I. C. C., 623- 
626). Aug. 2, p. 227. 

A Cement Plaster Co. vs. Q. A. & 
P. et al.; case 10353; plaster (55 I. 

Cc. C., 179-182). Nov. 1, p. 994: 
Advances on coal in Chicago switching 

district; I. & S. 196 (53 I. 442- 

454). Upon rehearing in pad matter 

of divisions of through rates on coal 

and coke to Chicago, Ill.: Held, that 
the record justifies . conclusion that 
from and after July 1, 1917, the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ry. Co. 
should receive 20 cents per ton as its 
division of the through rates on coal 
and coke for deliveries within the so- 
ealled inner zone of the Chicago 

switching district, and increased di- 

visions upon ‘the present relative basis 

for deliveries. at other points within 

that district. July 19, p. 103. 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. Wabash et 

al.; case 9761; nitrocellulose, wet (53 


Lc. &. Fee 752). Aug. 16, B; 343. 
Aetna Explosives Co. vs. Cc. & St. 
L. et al.; case 10092; acid, prt 
c.,; 707-709). Aug. 


—e (53 1. C. 
Aetna Explosives Co. et al. vs. N. O. & 
N. et al.; case 10114; sulphuric 


acid (53 I. @. C., 511-512). July 19, 

p 

Aetna, Explosives Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al.; case 10319; cotton linters (53 I. C. 


Cc. 426-427). July 12, p. 59 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 10443; explosives (55 I. C. 
c. 177-178). Nov. 1, p. 994. 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. N. Y. C. et 
al.; case 10400; ivory nut shavings. 
(35  & es 170- 171). Nov. 1, PD. 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; case 10472; high explosives (55 I 
C. C., 350-352). Dec. 6, p. 1255. 

Aetna Explosives Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H. et al.; case 10473; high explosives 
(55 I. C. C., 333-334). Dec. 6, p. 1255. 

Alexandria (La.) Chamber of Commerce 
vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. et al.; case 
10306; class and commodity (53 I 
C,. 687-693). Aug. 9, p. 279. 

Allegheny Ore & Iron Co. et al. vs. C. 
& O. et al.; case 9908 (53 I. C. C., 415- 
425). Increased rates on coke, in car- 
loads, from West Virginia producing 
points on the Chesapeake & Ohio and 
Norfolk & Western railways to Vir- 
ginia furnace points on the same lines 
found justified. Complaint dismissed, 


July 12, p. 52. 
American Cyanamid Co. vs. C. R. R. of 
case 10170; aqua am- 


N. J. et al; 
mene (53 I. C. C., 637-640). Aug. 2, 
D. ; 

Anetags Petroleum Products Co. vs. 

K. & T. et al.; case 10342; fuel oil 
(53 I. C. C., 427- 428). July 12, p. 59. 


American Steel & Wire Co. vs. New- 
burgh & South Shore et al.; case 8406, 
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sub. No. 1; also other cases; steel 
roads held to be common carriers (55 
I. C. C., 353-357). Nov. 29, p. 1215. 

Associated Cooperage Industries of 
America vs. A. & V. et al.; case 10283; 
cooperage stock (55 I. C. C., 327-330). 
Nov. 29, p. 1215. 

Atlas Leatner Mfg. Co. vs. P. C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 9995; also cases 9996 
and 19140; leatherboard (55 I. C. C., 
394-397). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. G. 
Cc. & S. F. et al,; case 10259; oil well 
machinery (53 I. C. C., 513-514). July 
19, p. 108. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. B. S. L. & W. et al.; case 10256; 
clean rice (55 I. C. C., 428-430). Dec. 
27, p. 1448. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al.; case 10278; also 
sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3; molding sand 
ot i; © &, 26-21%). Sept. 27, Pp. 

Beaven-Jackson Lumber & Veneer Co. 
vs. B. & M. et al.; case 10052; box 
shooks (55 I. C. C., 15-16). Aug. 23, 
p. 396. 

Bell, J. E., Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 
10298; angle iron (53 I. C. C., 702-704). 
Aug. 16, p. 343. 

Boldt, Charles, Paper Mills vs. Direc- 
tor-General; case 10512; silicate of 
oe (55 I. C. C., 331-333). Dee. 6, p. 

Booth Fisheries Co. vs. Adams Express 
et al.; case 8848; part of 4th sect. ap. 
4306; fish (53 I. C. C., 735-737). Aug. 
16, p. 343. 

Brock Candy Co. vs. A. G. 
case 10199; sugar (55 I. C. C., 
109). Sept. 27, p. 711. 

Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. 
vs. St. L. & S. F. et al.; case 8635; 
cement (55 I. C. C., 315-319). Nov. 29, 
p. 1215. 

Central Pa. Lbr. Co. vs. S. & N. Y. 
et al.; case 10350 (53 I. C. C., 523-524). 
Application of defendant carrier’s de- 
murrage rules to certain carloads of 
lumber at Laquin, Pa., not shown to 
have resulted in unreasonable charges: 
Complaint dismissed. July 26, p. 167. 

Charleston, S. C., Freight Adjustment 
Steering Committee vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 8627; fourth sect. aps. 703 
and 1548; fertilizer (53 I. C. C., 506- 
510). July 19, p. 108. 

Chicago coal switching case; 
vances on coal; p. 103. 

Chicago & Calumet iver 
2nd Industrial Railway case; 
4181; in re allowances to short lines, 
etc.; I. & S. 414; cancellation of rates 
in connection with small lines, ete. 
(565 I. C. C., 194-198). Nov. 8, p. 
1047. 

Chicago Warehouse and Terminal Co. 
terminal charges; case 10930; 15th 
sect. ap. 8329 (55 I. C. C., 363-373). 
Dec 6, p. 1255. 

Chop, Steve, vs. Gould S. W. et al: 
case 10426; staves and heading (55 

: I. C. C., 182-185). Nov. 1, p. 991. 
Coal rates to the Northwest; ex parte 
No. 68 (53 I. C. C., 590-597). A con- 
troversy concerning the relationship 
of rail-lake-and-rail rates on bitu- 
minous coal to the northwest from 
mines in Ohio and West Virginia to 
all-rail rates from Illinois and Indiana 
mines, reported upon at the request 
of the Director-General of Railroads, 
made under section 8 of the federal 
control act. July 19, p. 109. 

Coal; Chicago switching case; see ad- 
vances on coal; p. 103. 

Colorado Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8827; marine insurance (55 
I. C. C., 374-376). Dec. 20, p. 1361. 


Consolidated classification; case No. 
10204 (54 I. C. C., 1-635). (1) The 
Commission, after investigation, 
recommends to the Director Gen- 
eral of Railroads that certain parts 
of the proposed consolidated classi- 
fication prepared by a special com- 
mittee at his direction be, with cer- 
tain ;modifications, adopted in lieu 
of the present official, southern and 
western classifications, for applica- 
tion by carriers under federal con- 
trol. (2) The same parts of the 
same consolidated classification, sub- 
ject to the same modifications, found, 
without prejudice, to be reasonable 
and proper for application by car- 
riers not under federal control in 
lieu of corresponding parts of the 
official, southern and western classi- 
fications. (3) Negative recommen- 
dations made with respect to the 


S. et al; 
107- 


see ad- 


DECISIONS OF I. C. C. IN THE 
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July to December, 1908. 
Vol. 2. ei cc. St 


to 
14 1.C. C. 619 
January to June, 1909. 
Vol. 2 and 3. 141. C. C. 631 


to 
16 I. C. C. 422 
July to December, 1909. 
Vol. 4. 16 I. C. C. 424 


to 
1T L..C, as 
to June, 1910. 


January 
Cc. C. 261 


Vol. & 171. 


to 
19 I. C. C.. 102 
December, 1910. 
nDi.cGc S&S 


July to 
Vol. 6. 


to 
201C.C. 21 
January to June, 1911. 
7: % 6 UDG SG 1 


to 
21 I. C. C. 181 
July to December, 1911. 
Ve. & 621LC. OC. 183 


to 
22 I. C. C. 138 
to June, 1912. 
221.C. C. 14 
to 
24 I. C. C. 192 


July to December, 1912. 
Vel. 10. 301. C C. 179 


to 
25 I. C. C. 349 


and 
20 I. C. C. 486 
to June, 1913. 
25 I. C. C. 337 


to 
27 I. C. C. 343 
July to December, 1913. 
Vol. 12. 27 1. C. C. 302 


to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
January to June, 1914. 
Vol. 13. 28 1. C. C. 563 


to 
2 301. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 
Vol. 14. 30 I. C. C. 531 


to 
32 I. C. C. 291 
January to June, 1915. 
Vol. 15. 321. C. C. 288 


to 
34 I. C. C. 277 
July to December, 1915. 
Vol. 16. 34 1. C. C. 278 


to 
37 I. C. C. 113 
January to June, 1916. 
ve. %. FTiLaca 


to 
401.C. C. 62 
December, 1916. 
3 Cc. C. 675 


to 
42 I. C. C. 374 
to June, 1917. 
42 I. C. C. 127 


to 
45 I. C. C. 212 
July to December, 1917. 
Vol. 20. 45 1.C. C. 56 


to 
47 I. C..C. 482 
to June, 1918. 
47 I. C. C. 380 


to 
50 I. C. C. 396 
December, 1918. 
50 I. C. C. 309 


to 
511. C. C. 504 
to June, 1919 
§1 I. C. C. 451 


to 
53 I. C. C. 384 
December, 1919. 
Ss Lc. Cc. StF 


to 
55 I. C. C. 582 


January 
Vol. 9 


January 
Vol. 11. 


July to 
Vol. 18. 


January 
Vol. 19. 


January 
Vol. 21. 


July to 
Vol. 22. 


January 
Vol. 23. 


July to 
Vol. 24. 


proposal to cancel all state classifi- 
cations. Sept. 27, p. 687. 

Continental Coal Corporation vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 8106; coal (53 I. C. C., 
377-382). July 5, p. 7. 

Cornell Wood Products Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9296; also 9760 and 
10022; wall board (55 I. C. C., 257- 
259). Nov 22, p. 1167. 

Cottonseed Products Co. vs. St. L.:& S. 
F. et al.; case 10249; cottonseed’ hull 
shavings (53 I. C. C., 574-578).. July 
26, p. 168. 
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Cotton Manufacturers’ Assn. of S. C. 
vs. C. C. & O. et al.; case 5504; coal 
(53 I. C. C.. 741-744). Aug. 16, p. 343. 

Coutter,' F. H.,. et ak: va. Cc. a & 

P. et al.; case 9794; live stock 
Cc. €., 165-169). Nov. 1, -p. 





Crown- Willamette Paper Co. vs. S. P. 
et al.;: case 10380; pulp grindstone 
(65 I. C.. Ci, 281-233). Nov. 8, p. 
1047. 

Dahlstrom Metallic Door Co. vs. Erie, 
et al.; case 9822; building sheet metal 
work (55 I. C. C., 402-415). Dec. 27, 
p. 1446. 

Decker, Jacob E., and Sons vs. M. & St. 
L. et al.; case 10696; alse case 10900, 
N. I. T. L. vs. A. & R. et al. (55 I. C. 
C., 453-461). (1) Defendants’ bill-of- 
lading provisions with respect to the 
filing of claims or the institution of 
suits on account of loss, damage or 
delay found not to prohibit the pay- 
ment of meritorious claims, if season- 
ably filed with the carrier, after the 
two-year-and-one-day period, pre- 
scribed in the bill of ladng as the 
maximum period for instituting suit, 
has elapsed. (2) The above bill-of- 
lading provisions found to have been 
and to be unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory, and unduly prejudicial, 
and defendants directed to modify 
these provisions in accordance with 
the conclusions announced herein. 
Dec. 27, p. 1425. 

Delp, E. E., Grain Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al; case 10429; barley (55 I. C. C., 
175-176). Nov. 1, p. 994. 

Dewey Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9883; coal (55 I. C. 
C., 1-7). Aug. 16, p. 344. 

Dietz Lumber Co. vs. Monroe & Texas 
et al.; case 10379; lumber (55 I. C. C., 
21-23). »Aug. 23, p. 393. 

Diamond Alkali Co. vs. F. P. & E. et 
al.; case 10236; industrial railway (53 
I. C. C., 549-555). July 26, p. 169. 

Difenderfer, J. W., Lumber Co. vs. Mt. 
A. & E. et al.; case 10281; lumber 
(53 I. C. C., 577-573). July 26, p. 167. 

Du Pont, E. IL, de Nemours & Co. vs. 
Cc. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 10459; 
soda ash (55 I. C. C., 243-245). Nov. 
8, p. 1047. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 

- R. et al.; case 10494; saltpeter 
i Cc. C., 246-247). Nov. 8. p. 
4 


DuPont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
U. Y. P. & N. et al.; case 10468; 
nitrocellulose (55 I. C. C., 247-248). 


Nov. 8, p. 1047. 

Du Pont, E. I, de Nemours & Co. 
vs. L. V. et al.; case 10402; sul- 
phuric acid (55 I. C. C., 151-153). 
Oct. 25, p. 936. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
P. & R. et al.; case 10466; nitrate of 
soda (55 I. C. C., 347-349). Dec. 6, 
p. 1255. 

Equitable Powder Mfg. Co. vs. Y. & M. 
V. et al.; case 10288; nitrate of soda 
(55 I. C. C., 24-28). Aug. 23, p. 393. 

Explosives; in re regulations for trans- 
portation of explosives, inflammables 
and other dangerous articles; case 
3666; acetylene gas (53 I. C. C., 533- 
544). July 19, p. 108. 


Fargo Iron & Metal Co. vs. N. P.; case 
10218; scrap iron (55 I. C. C., 65-68). 
Sept. 20, p. 659. 

Ferguson, W. T., Lumber Co. vs. La. & 
Ark. et al.: case 10338: lumber (55 I. 
C. C., 335-336). Nov. 29, p. 1216. 

Fitz, H. H., doing business as .the Las- 
sen County Trading Co., vs. Nev.-Cal.- 
Ore. et al.; case 9463; also sub. No. 1; 
class rates to Madeline, Cal. (55 I. C. 
C., 398-399). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

Fort Smith Spelter Co. vs. Ark. Cent. 
et al.; case 10223; zinc ore (53 I. C. 
C., 696-697). Aug. 2, p. 228. 

Ft. Smith Spelter Co. vs: Ark. Cent. 
et al.; case 10210; slack coal (53 I. C 
C., 694-695). Aug. 9, p. 280. 

Fort Smith Spelter Co. vs: Ark. Cent. 
et al.; case 10297; coal (55 I. C. C., 
133-134). Oct. 25, p. 937. 

Fort Smith Commission Co. vs. K. C. 

. et al.; case 10396; apples (55 I. 
Cc. C., 234-235). Nov. 8, p.. 1047. 

Ft. Worth Freight Bureau vs. C. R. I. & 
G. et al.; case 10125; barrels (53 I. C. 
C., 545-548). July 26, p. 170. 


Grain from Illinois stations via Peoria; 
I. & S. 751; see Peoria Board of Trade 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; p. 393. 

Grain car distribution rule in Nebraska; 
see Tanner & Co. et al. vs. C. B. 
Q. et al. 
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Great Northern Refining Co. vs. II. 
Cent. et al.; case 10347; fuel oil (53 
I. C. C., 431-432). July 19, p. 109. 

Green, A. P., Fire Brick Co. vs. C. & 
A. et al; case 8483; fire — (53 I. C. 
C., 715- a “f=. 9, p. 279. 

Golden, B., ve. i 
case 10256 (53 Lc. C., 385-388). Act- 
ing for and on behalf of the Presi- 
dent_of the United States, the Direc- 
tor-General of Railroads issued a gen- 
eral order granting reduced passenger 
fares to officers, enlisted men and 
nurses of the United States Army, 
Navy and Marine Corps, when travel- 
ing in uniform at their own expense, 
except when ‘on short-term passes 
from camps or on liberty from ships 
or stations to nearby cities.’’ Upon 
complaint against the propriety of the 
exception quoted, Held, that the pro- 
priety of classifications and regula- 
tions governing passenger fares 
which apply exclusively to a class of 
travelers over whom the President, as 
Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy, has supreme authority, is a 
matter not within the jurisdiction of 
the Commission. July 12, p 

Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. et al. vs. 
A. C. & Y. et al.; case 9579; also sub. 
No. 1 (Kelly-Springfield Tire Co. vs. 
same), sub. No. 2 (Batavia Rubber 
Co. vs. Erie et al.), and 9695 (La 
Crosse Rubber Mills Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.), 53 I. C. C., 389-396. Rule 26 
rating applied to shipments of crude 
rubber, carloads, in official classifica- 
tion, found to be unreasonable to the 
extent that it exceeds fourth class, 
minimum weight 40,000 pounds; less- 
than-carload rating of second class 
found not to be unreasonable. July 
12, p. 55. 

Gosline, W. A., & Co. vs. D. & H. et 
al; case 10367; also sub. No. 1, same 
vs. same (55 I. C. C., 220-224). Rate 
of $3.85 per gross ton on anthracite 
coal, in carloads, from points in the 
Pennsylvania anthracite coal dis- 
trict via Buffalo, N. Y., to Toledo, 
Ohio, found to have been unreason- 
able to the extent that it exceeded 
$3.70. a ananen awarded. Nov. 


15, p. 
vs. Erie et al.; case 


Gross, Herman 
10246; soda a (55 I. C. C., 37-38). 
Erie et al.; case 


Aug. 23, p. 398. _ 

Gross, Herman, vs. 
10314; glass bottles (53 I. C. Cc. 429- 
430). July 19, p. 97. 

Guilford Lumber Mfg. Co. vs. fouthans 
et al.; case 7540; also sub. Nos. 


parts of 4th sect. os 1780, 2055, ooo, 
a4 geese (53 I. C. C., 669-680). Aug. 


Gulf "- Valley Cotton Oil Co., Ltd., vs. 
T. & P. et al.; case 10034; also ‘sub. 
Nos. 1 and 2; cottonseed oil Ce 2. C. 


C.; 561-563). July 26, p. 170. 


Harriss, Irby & Vose vs. G. H. & S. 
A. et al.; case 10302; cotton (53 I. C. 
C., 433-436). July 19, p. 109. 


Hagenburg, Frank, vs. Belt Ry. Co. of 
Chicago et al.; case 17714;. also sub. 
numbers (53 I. C. C., 717-726). Upon 
complaints attacking the rates on 
green salted hides, pelts, skins and 
hide trimmings, grease, tallow, cattle 
and horse tails, switches, cracklings, 
bones, glue stock, scraps and cattle 
sinews, in straight and mixed car- 
loads, from points in Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Iowa, ‘Nebraska, Missouri and Kansas 
to Chicago, Ill., and from Albert Lea, 
Minn., to Sheboygan and Milwaukee, 
Wis.; and in certain instances the 
minimum weights on mixed carloads. 
Held, (1) That to the extent indi- 
cated the rates from certain points 
of. origin in Iowa, Minnesota, Wiscon- 
sin, North Dakota and Nebraska, on 
certain of the articles named, in 
straight carloads, were unreasonable. 
(2) That to, the extent indicated the 
mixed carload charges were, are, and 
for the future will be, unreasonable. 
(3) That the present rates, except 
those from Madison, Wis., and Du- 
buque, Iowa, to Chicago, which are 
found to be unreasonable, are not 
found to be unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. (4) Reparation awarded 
to the extent stated in’ the report. 
Aug. 9, p. 280. 

Hebe Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al; case 
10337; evaporated skimmed milk (55 
I. C. C., 214-217). Nov. 8, p. 1047. 

Heid Bros. vs. El Paso and N. E. et al.; 


' case 10524; demurrage Pay (55 I. C. 
C., 416- 420). Dec. 27. 1447. 
Henderson, BH. va. ¥. Re M. V. et al.; 
case 10265; compressed cotton (53 if 
Cc. C., 713- -714). Aug. 9, p. 280. 
Houston, Tex., Chamber of Commerce 
. A. & S. et al.; case 9857; 
. C. C., 645-652). Aug. 2, Dp. 


Illinois grain; I. & S. 668; see Peoria 
Board of Trade vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; p. 393. 

Illinois Glass Co. vs. St. L-S. et al.; 
ane 10285 glass - bottles a LC. 

8-10). Aug. 23, 

Ilinois classification; emer 67 (55 I. 
Cc. C., 290-314). Upon investigation, 
instituted under section 8 of the fed- 
eral control act approved March 21, 
1918, at the request of the Director- 
General of Railroads, who asked the 
Commission to advise him whether in 
its judgment and opinion the _ pres- 
ent Illinois classification and the 
present class and commodity_ rates 
applicable between points in Illinois 
should be continued in effect; It is 
recommended: (1) That for the rules, 
descriptions, packing specifications 
and minimum and estimated weights 
of the Illinois classification there be 
substituted the corresponding por- 
tions of the consolidated classifica- 
tion, subject to the modifications 
thereof indicated in Consolidated 
Classification Case, 541. C. C., 1. (2) 
That the Illinois scale of class rates 
and ratings applicable thereto under 
the Illinois classification be canceled; 
and the Disque scale, governed by 
the Official Classification, be substi- 
tuted therefor and applied between 
points in the Illinois district south 
and east of the lines indicated, ex- 
tending from Chicago through Pe- 
oria to St. Louis, Mo.; and that class 
rates, governed by the contempora- 
neous Western Classification, and not 
higher than the level of the inter- 
state rates between points in north- 
western Illinois and adjoining states, 
be substituted therefor and applied 
between points in the Illinois dis- 
trict on, north, and west of the Chi- 
cago-St. Louis line; (3) That a re- 
view of particular commodity rate 
structures be made in order to re- 
move discriminations which now ex- 
ist or may arise from any readjust- 
ments growing out of these recom- 
mendations. (4) Specific recommen- 
dations made with respect to com- 
modity rates on _ certain articles. 
Nov. 22, p. 1161. 

Inland Steel Co. vs. Ind. Harbor Belt 
et al.; case 10359; billets and blooms 
(53 I. "a. C., 531- 532). Aug. 2, p. 22 Y 

Inman, Akers and Inman vs. L. V. 
al.; case 10351; (55 I. C. C., 146- 148). 
Oct. 25, p. 936. 

Inman-Poulsen Lumber Co. et al. vs. S. 
P. Co. et al.; case 9364 (55 I. C. C., 
357-362). (1) Rates on fir and hem- 
lock lumber, except rough’ green 
fir and lath, also on mining 
timbers, mine wedges, fence 
posts, and railroad ties, in 
straight or mixed carloads, from 
Portland, Ore., to points on the 
Southern Pacific south and east of 
San Francisco and bay points and to 
points on the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe east of Mojave. Calif., found 
to have been unduly prejudicial to the 
extent indicated. Damage not proven 
and reparation denied. (2) Joint and 
through rates on all the commodities 
from Portland to points on the South- 
ern Pacific south and east of San 
Francisco and bay points and to 
points on the Northwestern Pacific 
and El Paso & Southwestern system 
found to have been unreasonable to 
the extent § indicated. Reparation 
oe. Dec. 13, p. 1307; Dec. 20, p. 


Iowa Commission vs. M. & St. L. et al.; 
case 10149; walnut lumber (53 I. C. C., 
484-490). ‘July 19, p. 108. 

Iten Biscuit Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 9163; crackers (53 I. C. oc. 35 - 
734). Aug. 9, p. 283. 

Johns (H. W.) Manville .Co. vs. L. & V. 
et al.; case 10366; roofing (53 I. C. C., 
527-528). July 26, p. 167. 

Jones & Laughlin Steel Co. vs. P. & L. 
E. et al.; case 8406; also sub. Nos. 13, 
14. 15 and 30; road a common carrier 
(53 I. C. C., 556-558). July 26, p. 169. 

Kaufman, David, & Sons vs. C. R. R. of 
N. J. et al.; case 10346; scrap iron (55 
ag ay 268- 270). Nov. 22, p. 1167. 


*Keet and Roundtree Dry Goods Co. et. 





al. vs. Balt. Steam Packet Co. et al.; 
case 10480; cotton piece goods (55 I. 
C. C., 400-401). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

Little Rock, Merchants’ Freight Bu- 
reau of, vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
9941; parts of 4th sect. aps.; knitting 
factory products (55 I. C. C., 119- 
121). Oct. 25, p. 937. é 

Louisiana *, Pine Bluff divisions; I. & 
S. 11 (53 I. C. C., 475-476). July 19, 
Pp. 

Lyons, ‘Chas., Co., vs. Adams Express 
et al.; case 10107; fish (63 I. C. C., 
633-636). Aug. . p. 227. 

Macintyre, A. J., vs. C. St. P. aa & O 
et al.; case 10636: a (55 I. C. c., 
421-422). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

Marinette-Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 10063; ae (53 
I. C. C., 499-505). Jul 19, p. 

Marfield Grain Co. vs. B. & 0 ‘et al.; 

case ye: wheat (55 Lc C., 39- 41). 
Aug. 23, 93. 

Marshall- Wells Hardware Co. vs. S. P. 
& S. et al.; case 10220; bar iron and 
stot ,~ I. C. C., 684- -686). Aug. 9, 
p. 

sdeielenmetis & Hegeler Zine Co. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 10462; asbestos 
roofing and ing. (55 I. C. C., 27i- 
273). Nov. 22, p. 1167. 

McCrory Stores Corporation vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; case 10521; glassware (55 I. C. 
C., 423-424). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

McKinney Steel Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
10161; also sub. No. 1, 7 vs. ’ Erie, 
et al.; mill cinder (55 I. C. C., 449-452). 
Dec. 27, p. 1448. 

Meeds Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & N. 
et al.; case 10360; lumber (53 I. C. C., 
477-480). July 26, p. 169. 


Memphis - Southwestern investigation; 
case 9702; also embracing other dock- 
ets (55 I. C. C., 515-582). (1) A maxi- 
mum distance scale of class rates pre- 
scribed for distances not in excess of 
350° miles between points in Arkansas, 
Oklahoma and southern ‘Missouri. (2) 
Existing class rates between Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and all points on class A 
railroads in Arkansas are unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial to Mem- 
phis to the extent that they exceed by 
mere than reasonable bridge tolls the 
corresponding class rates contempo- 
raneously, applicable for like distances 
to intrastate traffic in Arkansas. Rea- 
sonable bridge tolls prescribed. (3) 
Existing class rates from Memphis to 
points in southern Missouri as defined 
in the report are unreasonable and un- 
duly prejudicial to Memphis to the 
extent that they exceed by more than 
reasonable bridge tolls the corre- 
sponding class rates contemporane- 
ously in effect from St. Louis, Mo., to 
the same points for like distances. (4) 
Class rates from Memphis to points in 
Arkansas are unduly prejudicial to 
Memphis to the extent that they ex- 
ceed by more than reasonable bridge 
tolls the corresponding rates for like 
distances from St. Louis. (5) Rates 
and practices of the Missouri Pacific 
with respect to the concentration of 
Arkansas cotton at Memphis not 
shown to be unduly prejudicial or 
otherwise unlawful, but the rates for 
back hauls on cotton to compress 
points should be published on a uni- 
form basis. (6) Practice of the Mis- 
souri Pacific and the Cotton Belt with 
respect to charges for the delivery of 
cotton at Memphis and at East St. 
Louis, Ill., subjects Memphis to undue 
disadvantage. (7) Class rates from 
St. Louis to points in southern Ar- 
kansas are unreasonable and unduly 
prejudicial to those points and unduly 
preferential to Pine Bluff and Little 
Rock. (8) Class rates from Natchez, 
Miss., to certain points on class A 
railroads in Arkansas are unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial to Natchez 
and unduly preferential of Memphis 
and Little Rock. (9) Class rates from 
Monroe and Shreveport, La., to points 
on class A railroads in southern Ar- 
Kansas are unreasonable, unduly prej- 
udicial to Monroe and Shreveport and 
unduly preferential of competing 
points in Arkansas to the extent that 
they exceed for like distances the cor- 
responding class rates applicable to 
intrastate traffic in Arkansas. (10) Al- 
legation that class rates from groups 
of origin in western trunk line terri- 
tory to Fort Smith, Ark., are unduly 
prejudicial to that point and unduly 
preferential of points in eastern Okla- 
homa, not sustained. (11) Class and 
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commodity rates from certain territo- 
ries in the southeast to pts in Arkan- 
sas are unduly prejudicial to Arkan- 
sas and unduly preferential! of certain 
points in Oklahoma. (12) Reasonable 
maximum class rates approved be- 
tween Memphis, Tenn., and Kansas 
City, Mo. (13) Fourth section appli- 
cations by which the carriers parties 
thereto seek authority to continue 
lower class and commodity rates to 
and from competitive points along the 
Mississippi River, St. Louis and south, 
than the rates to and from inter- 
mediate points, denied. Other fourth 
section applications considered and 
appropriate findings made. (14) Rea- 
sonable class rates established from 
New Orleans, La., to points in Arkan- 
sas, Oklahoma and Missouri River 
cities. (15) Class and commodity 
rates from New Orleans to interior 
points in eastern Kansas are, under 
present conditions, unduly prejudicial 
to those points and unduly preferen- 
tial of Kansas City. A proper align- 
ment suggested. (16) ° Differentials 
over Kansas City approved for con- 
structing class rateS to Omaha from 
New Orleans. Differentials over Oma- 
ha also approved for constructing 
class rates from New Orleans to 
Sioux City. (17) Proposed increased 
class rates from St. Louis to points 
in oe not justified. Dec. 27, 
. 1427. 

Mercantile Lumber Co. et ai. vs. IIl. 
Cent. et al.; case 9945; lumber (53 
I. C. C., 663-668). Aug. 2, p. 226. 

Merriam, Hall & Co. vs. B. & M. et 
al; case 8685; ferryecar charges (55 
I. C. C., 206-208). Nov. 15, p. 1103. 

Mohr, R., & Sons vs. New England S. 
S. Co. et al.; case 100116; zinc plate 
(55 I. C. C., 265-267). Nov. 22, p. 1167. 

Monarch Paper Co. vs. Can. Pac. et al.; 
case 10254; china clay (53 I. €. C., 
620-622). ‘Aug. 2, 225. 

National Fireproofing Co. vs. H. V. et 
al.; case 10401; coal (55 I. C. C., 485- 
487). Dec. 27, p. 1448. 

National Refining Co. et al. vs. Mo. 
Pac.; case 9823: petroleum and prod- 
poe (55 I. C. C., 35-36). Aug. 23, p. 

National Refining Co. vs. M. K. & T. = 
al.; case 10495: lubricating’ oil (55 I. 
C., 341-342). Dec. 6, p. 1255. 

National Shipbuilding Co. of Texas vs. 
K. C. S. et al.; case 10184; lumber 
(55 I. C. C., 104-106). Sept. 27, p. 


711. 

National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn. vs. Director-General; case 10292; 
lumber (53 I. C. C., 727-729). Aug. 
9, p. 279. 

Neosho Grocery Co. vs. P. & R. et al.; 
case 10269; sugar (53 I. C. C., 481- 
483). July 19, p. 109. 

New Bedford Board of Commerce vs. N. 
Y. & N. H. et al.; case 10238; coal (55 
. & 320-323). Nov. 29, p. 1216. 

New Bedford Board of Commerce vs. 
New England S. S. Co. et al.; case 
10263: eyelets (55 I. C. C., 274-277). 
Nov 22, p. 1167. 

New Orleans Refining Co. vs. La. Ry. 
& Nav. Co.; case 10205: petroleum 
products (55 I. C. C., 131-132). Oct. 

& Natchez 


25, p. 937. 

New Orleans, 
et al. vs. Il. case 10333: 
supplemental to tap line case (55 
I. Cc. C., 118-116). Oct. 11, p. 815. 

North Dakota Commission et al vs. N. 
P. et al.; case 10180 (53 I. C. C., 437- 
441). (1) Complainant’s contention 
that rates on grain from certain sta- 
tions on the defendan’s K and 
Golden Valley branches in North Da- 
kota to Minneapolis, St. Louis and 
Duluth in Minnesota and Superior in 
Wisconsin, are unreasonable and un- 
duly prejudicial by comparison with 
the rates for equal distances from the 
main line stations in that state to the 
same points held not to be justified. 
(2) Similar conclusion reached with 
respect to the complainant’s conten- 
tion that the defendant’s westbound 
rates on grain between the Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin points named, and 
main and branch line stations in 
North Dakota are unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial because they ex- 
ceed the contemporaneous rates east- 
bound between the same points. July 
19, p. 

Northern Grain and Warehouse Co. vs. 
Oregon Trunk et al.; case 10148 (55 
I. Cc. C., 101-103). Defendants’ tar- 
iff rule which provided in connec- 
tion with a rate on wheat in car- 


Natalbany 
Cent. et al.; 


loads from Culver, Ore., to Minne- 
apolis, Minn., that when a car of 
80,000 pounds capacity, the minimum 
under the said rate, was not fur- 
nished, the marked capacity of the 
car used, but not less than _ 60,000 
pounds, would govern, found unrea- 
sonable and to have resulted in in- 
creased charges which were not jus- 
tified. Reparation awarded and rea- 
re rule prescribed. Sept. 27, p. 

Northport Smelting and Refining Co. vs. 
G. N.; case 10175; demurrage (53 I. 
C. C., 641-642). ‘Aug. 2, Pp. 227. 

Oatman Condensed Milk Co. vs. B. & 
O. Chicago Terminal et al.; case 
10377; condensed milk (55 I. C. C., 
228-230). Nov. 8, p. 1047. 

Orange River Milling Co. vs. T. & N. O. 
et al. case; 10257; rice bran (55 I. C. 
C., 19-20). Aug. 33, p. 

Owens Bottle Machine Co. vs. B. & 

. et al.; case 10053; glass sand (55 
I. C. C., 223-180). Oct. 18, p. 863. 

Paducah Board of Trade et al. vs. II. 
Cent. et al.; case 10308; lumber (53 
> <2. 559- 560). July 26, p. * 

Partridge ‘Lumber Co. vs. Cc. St. ¥. & 
O. et al.; case 10382; sawdust (55 oe Ne 
C., 29- 30). Aug. 23, p. 393. 

Peoria Board of Trade vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8347; also I. & S. 668, Illi- 
nois Grain, and I. & S. 751, Grain from 
Illinois Stations via Peoria (55 I. | 
C., 42-51). (1) Joint rate on grain, 
in carloads, from points in Illinois via 
Peoria, Ill., to points in eastern trunk 
line territory found to have been and 
to be unreasonable to the extent that 
they have exceeded or may exceed 
the aggregate of the corresponding 
rates subject to the act contempora- 
neously in effect to and from Pe- 
oria. (2) The adjustment of the joint 
rates not found to have been or to be 
unduly prejudicial to complainant or 
Peoria or unduly preferential of com- 
peting grain markets. (3) Reparation 
denied. Aug. 23, p. 393. 

Pike’s Peak Consolidated Fuel Co. vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al; case 10398; lig- 
nite coal (55 I. C. C., 249-252). Nov. 
15, p. 1103. 

Piqua Milling Co. vs. Erie et al.; 
10438; corn meal (55 I. C. c.; 
242). Nov. 8, p. 1047. 

Portsmouth Assn. of Commerce, Inc.. 
vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 9798; also case 
9933, Rowland Lumber Co. vs. same 
(55 I. C.. C., 377-393). Upon com- 
plaints which allege unlawfulness in 
the addition of switching charges of 
the joint terminal of the defendant 
earriers, the Norfolk & Portsmouth 
belt line, to the rates on lumber and 
forest products from certain points in 
North Carolina and Virginia to deliv- 
eries in the Norfolk district, Va., 
when such deliveries are made by the 
belt line or through it as an interme- 
diate carrier, whereas such charges 
are not added for deliveries of similar 
shipments to industries on the belt 
line, or deliveries to industries be- 
vond the belt line, but requiring in- 
termediate switching via that line on 
competitive traffic, nor from the same 
points on shinments of other com- 
modities. Held: (1) That the record 
does not show that as to the corpo- 
rate defendants such total charges 
were or are unreasonable under sec- 
tion 1 of the act to regulate com- 
merce. (2) That the individual car- 
rier corporations have not subjected 
these complainants of this commodity 
to undue prejudice or disadvantage 
under section 3 of the act to regulate 
commerce in the specific manner and 
form as alleged in the complaints. (3) 
That under the federal control act, it 
is and for the period of federal con- 
trol will be, unjust and unreasonable 
to collect such charges from the ship- 
pers or consignees in addition to the 
line-haul rate under conditions set 
forth in the report. Reparation de- 
nied. Dec. 13, pp. 1301, 1303; Dec. 20, 
p. 1372. 

Quinton Spelter Co. vs. Ft. S. & W. et. 
al.; case 10176; also sub. Nos. 1 and 
2, same vs. same; fire brick, ete. (53 
1. C. C., 529-531). July 26, p. 168. 

Radinsky. A. D., vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 9124; junk. etc. (55 I. C. C., 
203-205). Nov. 15, p. 1103. 

Radinsky, A. D., vs. C. B. & Q. et al; 
case 9975; junk, etc. (f5 I. C. C., 
199-202). Nov. 15, p. sae i 

ww ea Case No. & S. No. 
1161 (53 I. C. C., 455- 174). -- * 12, p. 


ense 
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Refinite Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
10385: crude clay (55 I. C. 
Aug. 16, p. 344. 

Reynolds Tobacco Co. vs. P. 
al.; case 1: tinfoil (55 I. C. C., 33- 
34). Aug. 23, 

Rio Grande Valiey ‘Creamery Co. vs. 
Wells Fargo; case 9692; cream in cans. 
(55 I. C. C., 425-427). Dec. 27, p. 1447. 

Roberts & Schaefer Co. vs. C: C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 10361; machinery 
(55 I. C. C., 277-279). Nov. 22, p. 1167. 

Rockford Paper Box Board Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; case 9531; rock- 
board (55 I. C. C., 262-264). Nov. 22. 
p. 1167. 

Rope Paper Sack Bureau vs. A. C. L. 
et al; case 10329; sacks for flour and 
meal (55 I. C. C., 209-214). Nov. 
15, p. 1103. 

Rowland Lumber Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. 
et al.; see Portsmouth Assn. of Com- 
merce vs. same. Dec. 13, p. 1303. 

Ruddock Orleans Cypress Co. vs. 

T. & M. et al.; case 10399; lum- 
ber ie %. : "234-235). Nov. 8, 
p. 1047. 

Sauer, C. F., Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 9954; flavoring et ae (55 I, c. 
C., 11-14). Aug. 30, p. 447. - 

Savage Tire Go. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 10273; packing of tires (53 
I. C. C., 578-582). Aug. 9, p. 280. 

Scrap iron; what is it? p. 225. 

Seaboard By-Product Coke Co. vs. D. L. 
& W. et al.; case 10268; coal (53 I. C. 
C., 598-603). July 26, p. 170. 

Sellen, C. O., vs. L. V.; case 10191; 
hay (55 I. C. C., 117-119). Oct. 11, 
p. 815. 

Sheboygan Assn. of Commerce vs. C. 
& N. W. et al.; case 9865 (55 I. C. 
C., 140-145). Class rates from She- 
boygan, Wis., to points in_ Illinois 
south of the Toledo, Peoria & West- 
ern Railway, also to St. Louis, Han- 
nibal and Louisiana, Mo., and Keo- 
kuk, Iowa, not found unreasonable 
per se but found to have been un- 
duly prejudicial to Sheboygan and 
unduly preferential of Milwaukee, 
Wis., to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded the rates from Milwaukee by 
more than the arbitraries stated in 
the report. The Director General of 
Railroads not having been made a 
party defendant, the complaint is 
dismissed. Oct. 25, p. oe 

Sligo Iron Store Co. ‘¥ M 
ease 10217; coal (53 I Zz C., 

July 26, p. 167. 

Solvay Process Co. vs. D. L. & W. et 
al.; case 10363 (55 I. C. C., 280-289). 
Rates charged for shipments of lime- 
stone, in carloads, from Jamesville, 
N. Y., to Solvay, N. Y., found to have 
been and to be unreasonable. Repa- 
ration awarded. Nov. 22, p. 1167. 

Sonken-Galamba Iron & Metal Co. vs. 
Mo. Pac. et al.; case 10474; scrap iron 
(55 I. C. C., 339-340). Nov. 29, p. 1216. 

South Texas Lumber Co. vs. Morgan’s 
La. & Tex. R. R. & S. p an et al.; 
ease 8620; crossties (53 I. C. C., 738- 
740). Aug. 16, p. 343. 

Southern Lumber & Mfg. Co. vs. C. 
of Ga. et al.; case 10373; —— (55 
I. C. C.. 225-2327). Nov. 8 p. 1047. 

Southern Lumber Co. vs. St. L.-S. 4 et 
al.; case 10435; lumber (55 I. C. C., 
343-344). Dec. 6, p. 1249. 

Southport Mill, Ltd., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 10405 and other related 
eases (55 I. C. C., 154-162). Rates 
on copra and palm-kernel products 
from New Orleans and Baton Rouge 
to various destinations found to have 
been unreasonable. Reparation 
awarded. Nov. 1, - 

South Texas Lumber Co. vs. Morgan’s 
La. & Tex. R. R. & Steamship Co.; 
case 8620 (53 I. C. C., 737-740). Re- 
vised decision. Sept. 20, p. 659. 

Springfield, Tenn., et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 9960; coal (53 I. C. C., 
603-606). Aug. 2, p. 225. 

Co. et al. 


St. Louis Electric Term. Ry. 
vs.,C. C. C. & St. L. et al.; case 9887 
(55 I C. C., 52-60). Upon application 
of the Illinois Traction system for an 
order requiring the establishment of 
through routes and joint rates be- 
tween points on the lines of the Illi- 
noise Traction system on the one hand 
and points on the New York Central 
svstem on the other. Held (1) That 
through routes should be established 
for the transportation of freight traf- 
fic except coal from and to all points 
on the line of the Illinois Traction sys- 
tem between Lincoln and Mackinaw, 
to and from all points on the New 
York Central system, and joint rates 
applicable thereto not higher than 


et al.; case 
C., 31-32). 


- R. et 


a. et al.; 
520-522). 
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the rates contemporaneously applied 
on like traffic from and to Peoria. (2) 
That through routes for the transpor- 
tation of freight traffic except coal 
should be established to and from 
Mechanicsburg from and to all points 
on the New York Central system, and 
to Fetzer from all points on the New 
York Central system, and point rates 
applicable thereto not higher than the 
rates contemporaneously effective on 
like traffic to and from Springfield. (3) 
That through routes for the transpor- 
tation of grain should be established 
from elevators located on the Illinois 
Traction system at points not served 
by defendant carriers to all points 
on the New York Central system, and 
joint rates applicable thereto not 
higher than the rates contemporane- 
ously applied on grain from Peoria. 
Aug. 30, Dp. a 

Sturges & Burn Mfg. Co. vs. Ind. Har- 
bor Belt et al; case 10392; 3 

cc. c., 345-346). Dec. 6, 


W., & Sons Co. et al. 


churns (55 I. 
p. 1255. 

Summerhays, J. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 9783; dry 
hides and sheep pelts (51 I. C. C., 753- 
756). Aug. 16, p. 343. 

Swift & Co. vs. S. A. & A. P. et al.; 
case 9782; transportation of caretak- 
ers (53 Lc C., 515-517). July 26, 
- 169. 

swift & Co. vs. Director-General; case 
10320; manure (55 I. C. C., 324-327). 
Nov. "29, p. 1215. 

Switching; Chicago coal case; see ad- 
vances on coal; p. 103. 

Tap lines; wasteful service by; 
wasteful service; p. 283. 

Tanner & Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 10069; grain car distribution (53 
Lc. <. 401- -414). July 5, p. 7. 


Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. G. 
Cc. & S. F. et al.; case 9856; cotton- 
seed and peanut ‘cake and meal (53 
I. C. C., 627-632). Aug. 9, p. 279. 

Tribune Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 8802; 
news print paper (53 I. C. C., 745-748). 
Aug. 16, p. 344. 

Timmons, E. B., et al. vs. B. C. & + 
et al.; case 10260; strawberries (55 I 
C. C., 495-499). Dec. 27, p. 1448. 


Tobacco Products Corporation et al. vs. 
S. P. et al.; case 10368; cigarettes 
ims 1..c. Cc. '69- 70). Sept. 12, D. 599. 

Tull & Gibbs vs. N. W. et al.; case 
10086; furniture (55 I. C. C., 17-18). 
Aug. 23, p. 393. 

U. S. Shoe Machinery Co. vs. B. & M. 
et al; case 9425; also case 8685, Mer- 
riam, Hall & Co. vs. same; ferry car 
charges (55 I. C. C., 206-208), Nov. 
15, p. 1103. 

U. S. A. vs. Sumpter Valley et al.; case 
9462; lumber (53 cK Cx 607- 619). 
July 26, Dp. 

Uw. &. Shoe Machinery Corp. va. P. RB. 
R. et al.; case 10411; demurrage. on 
track plate (55 I. C. c., 253-256). Nov. 
22, p. 1167. 

United Paperboard Co. vs. R. R. et 
al.; case 10354; coal (53 I. .% C., 525- 
526). Aug. 2, p. 225. : 

United Paperboard Co., Ine., vs. Erie 
et al.; case 10356; chipboard (55 I. 
Cc. i 218-219). Nov. 8, p. 1047. 

United Paperboard Co. vs. Maine Cen- 
tral et al.; case 10355; wood pulp- 
ha | (53 I. ¢. Ce 569-570). July 26, 
Dp. q 

United Iron Works vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
9592; _ pipe (53 I. C. C.,. 705-706). 
Aug. 9, 279. 

Valley & Siletz R. R. Co. et al. vs. S. 
et al.; case 9465; relaying steel .z. 
and fasteners (53 I. GC. C., 397-400). 
July 19, p. 108. 

Virginia Coal & Fuel Co. vs. H. & W. 
et al.; oe 10190; switch connection 
(55 I. C., 61- 64). Sept. 6, p. 513. 

Virginia ‘Saar Coal & Coke Co. et al. vs. 
Southern et al.; case 10234; iron ore 
(53 I. C. C., 583-589). July 26, p. 168. 

Volker, Wm. & Co., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al; case 10441; also sub No. 1, 
same vs. same; congoleum (55 I. 
C. C., 163-165). Nov. 1, p. 991. 

Watertown Sash & Door Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 10242; glass 
pn x CC. €.,. 386-208). 

Wall Rope Works, Inc., vs. P. R. R. et 
al.: case 10575; rope (55 I. C. C., 337- 
338). Nov. 29, p. 1216. 

bat service by tap lines; I. & S- 11 
(53 C. C., 656-662). Aug. 9, p. 283. 

Weliestn & Co. vs. O.-W. R. R. & 
Nav. Co. et al.; case 10280; old boiler 
— eS 'C., 681- -683). Aug. 2, 
Dp. ‘ 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. B. & O. et al.3 


see 


Nov. 1, p. 





case 9784; rails and crossites (53 I. C. 
C., 652- -655). Aug. 8, p. 226. 
Western Stoneware Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 10192; stoneware (53 I. 

=. ox 564- 566). July 26, p. 170. 

West. Pac. .R Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 9842; division of joint passen- 
ger fares (55 I. C. C., 71-100). Sept. 
20, p. 659. 

Wheeler, L. H., et al. vs. C. M. 
St. P. et al.; case 10381; lumber (55 
I. C. C., 149-150). Oct. "25, p. 937. 

Winkle Terra Cotta Co. vs. St. L. S. 
W. et al.; case 10374; terra cotta 
“ a A "C., 172-174). Nov. 1, p. 

Wittenberg-King Co. vs. G. N. et al; 
case 10331; ea & i. c. C., 266- 
261). Nov. 22, Dp. 7. 

Ww forts Publishing amy rr al. vs. A. T. & 

F. et al.; case 10309; Reg (53 I. C. 

&, 491-498). July 19, os 

Woolson Spice Co. vs. nN’ t al.; case 
10369; pepper (53 I. a c. 698-699). 
Aug. ’2, p. 228. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. O. S. 
L. et al.; case 10158; also 10295; same 
vs. same; scrap iron (53 I. C. C., 710- 
712). Aug. 16, p. 343. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. O. S. 
L. et al.; case 10270; steel plik (53 
I, C. C., 567-568). July 26, 

Zelnicker "Supply Co. N. ‘oO &. 7 E. 
et al.; case 10383; old rails (53 I. C. 
C.; 700- -701). Aug. 2, p. 226. 

Zelnicker Supply Co, vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 10296; old rails (53 I. C. C., 643- 
644). Aug. 2, p. 227. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. U. 
P. et — case 10330; old rails, etc. 
(55 I. C. C., 187-189). Oct. 25, p. 937. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. 

Southern et al.; case 10328; old rails, 

— . € c., 135-136). Oct. 25, 

Pp. A 


Demurrage oC pp. 46, 149, 544, 997 (the 
new code), 1107. 

Demurrage charges; pp. 673, 741, 785, 819, 
846 (penalty on lumber and refriger- 
ator cars), 862, 909. 942, 958, 959, 1000, 
1023, 1045, 1049, 1077, 1107, 1112 (N. I. 
T. L. recommendation as to storage 
rules), 1202, 1219 (export freight), 1230, 
1274, 1301, 1331, 1367, 1385, 1460. 

Demurrage and storage rules: conference 
oe 405 and 473 rescinded; pp. 814, 


Dimitry, Dracos A.; traffic manager N. O. 
& S. A. SS. Co; p. 852. 

o—- Cc. E.; prepayment of freight; p. 

Doak, C. E.; express company handling 
of me, shipments; p. 

Doak. ac S&S DB. 


p. 1125. 
F. A.; bill of lading order; p. 


—— 

a. 

Donnell, J. H.; letter to Alva B. John- 
son in re transportation board; p. 941. 

Donnelly, J. F.; reply to Alva B. John- 
son in re transportation board; p. 1118. 

Drake. W. B.;. express company policy; 
p. 1240. 

Dunnett, W. A.: traffic adviser. foreign 
department, Continental and Commer- 
cial National Bank, Chicago; p. 495. 

Earp, A. S.: car shortage about Pitts- 
burgh; p. 614. 

Eastman, Commissioner; 
tinued government control; 
124 (Elmquist’s reply). 

Eastman, Commissioner; address to 20th 
Century Club, Boston; p. 1181 


express shipments; 


ideas as to con- 
pp. 45, 67, 


EDITORIAL. 


Adequacy of railroad revenue; pp. 100, 
aaah 339, 444, 509, 563, 757, 859, 1099, 
Advanced rates; pp. 276, 339, 811, 1157. 
Chicago Association of Commerce rail- 
road plan; p. 1300. 
Classification, consolidated; report of 
the Commission; pp. 684, 1251. 
Commissioners’ jurisdiction; p. 1252. 
Cummins bill restoring power to Com- 
mission; pp. 3, 
Elmquist, Charles E.: p. 934. 
FEsch-Pomerene bill; pv. 43. 
Excess earnings; p. 933. 
Government ownership; p. 221. 
Guaranty and excess earnings; p. 933. 
Lahor and the railroads; pp. 221, 275, 
390, 448, 758. 
Montgomery, Frank B.: p. 1212. 
Passes, railroad: pp. 812, 1212. 
Plumb plan, the; p. 221. 
Politics in rate- making; p. 1251. 
Postal service; p. 340. 
Public service official, a; 1212. 
3, 43, 99, 163, 


Packers. the: pp. 221, 
Railroad problem, the: pp. 
389, 563, 757, 987, 1099, 1300. 


Rate relationships; p. 1252. 

Return of the railroads to private con- 
trol; pp. 1043, 1211, 1252, 1300, 1421. 
— railroad bill; pp. 502, 1157, 1213, 
State rates; jurisdiction over; pp. 43, 

564, 811. 
Traflic tommittees; pp. 44, 629, 1158. 
Traffic history; p. 3. 
Traffic man, the, and the railroad prob- 
lem; pp. 683, 934, 1043. 
pp. 859, 988, 


Transportation board; 
1043, 1100, 1300. ° 

Wages, railroad; pp. 276, 339, 509. 

EFFICIENCY IN TRAFFIC. 

Electric freight-handling 
pp. 198, 31. 

Packing and boxing; p. 1272. 

Packing for export; pp. 145, 843. 

Packing yarn for export; p. 146. 

Storage battery charge; p. 1032. 


Trucks and trailers, freight by; 145, 
251, 253. ” dunce 


Electric lines; p. 759. 

Elliott, Meward: ideas as to railroad leg- 
islation; Pp. 453, 457, 728, 1236, 1263. 

a |. a Fr value asa claim basis; p. 


appliances; 


8. 
—. C. E.; who’s who in traffic; p. 


Elmquist, C. E.; appearance before House 
committee on railroad legislation; p. 
515; retires as head of N. A. R. U. C.; 
p. 869; address to N. A. R. U. C.; p. 
873 {address at N. A. B.. C.'C. banquet; 
p. : 

Newman, on railroad legislation;. p. 


Esch-Pomerene bill; pp. 20, 65, 66, 123, 
‘147, 173, 230, 231, 232, 297, 367, 511, 527, 
902, 961, 1131. See also House bill. 

Examiners, reports of; p. 742. 

Executives, railway; plan for railroad 
legislation; pp. 407, 453, 462. 

Excess earnings; distribution of; p. 831. 

— gasoline transportation; p. 


Explosives, bureau of; inflammable liquid 
rules; p. 662. 

Export. and import freight; diversion. to 
southern ports; pp. 134, 194, 196, 241, 
243, 514, 541, 672, 1334, 1466. 

Export and import rules, traffic rates, 
licenses, etc.; pp. 15, 76, 77, 101, 102, 
132, 136, 145, 146, 316, 317, 372, 373, 422° 
484, 738, 788, 790, 841, 842, 843, 900, 952, 
1010, 1072, 1112, 1126, 1219 (demurrage), 
1221, 1274, 1301, 1331, 1333, 1334, 1367, 
1385, 1386, 1387, 1460, 1461. See also 
| traffic ‘and bills of lading (ex- 
por 

Express charges, policy, traffic rules, etc.; 
pp. 139, 254, 321, 379, 433, 553, 613, 614, 
639. 741, 846, 897, $13, 958, 966, 1022, 
1062, 1077, 1078, 1108, 1129, 1130, 1188, 
1189, 1240, 1275, 1284, 1422, 1452. 

Fabrication of iron and steel; new rules 
for; p. 534. 

Ferguson, E. H.; evidence in Decker case; 
Dd 

Fifteenth section permission; pp. 885, 813, 
1111, 1241, 1382, 1423. 

Finance, railroad: pp. 5, 19, 22, 23, 92, 
1006, 1045, 1046, a 1159, 1179, 1253, 
1354, 1355, 1410, 1470. 

Finn, Laurence B.; 
p. 1353. 

ae R.; prepayment of freight; p. 


Food, transportation of, ete.; p. 155. 

Ford, W. I.: express company bills of 
lading; p. 614. 

Fordney, Rep.; 


_ of labor; 


attack on Administra- 
tion import rates; p. 2 

Fourth section legislation; pp. 527, 593, 
766, 840. 989, 1111, 1379. See also Poin- 
dexter bill. 

Frederick, F. H.; statement to House 
—o on railroad legislation; p. 
Freight Payers’ League of the U. S.; 
ideas on railroad legislation; p. 969. 

Frelinghuysen bill; p. 651. 

— produce shipping; W. B. Henry; 
Dp. 4 : 

Gardner, F. S.° fiifteenth section per- 
mission; p. 1241. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF DIRECTOR- 
GENERAL. . 


~ 12, sup. No. 1, p. 329; No. 15, sup. 
2, p. 426; No. 3l-a (first issued as 
No. 63), pp. 832. 862: No. 62, p. 604; 
No. 63, p. 1188: No. 64, pp. 1188, 1229; 
No. 65, p. 1395. 

Accounting, freight; No. 64; pp. 1188, 
1229. 

Accounting, passenger; No. 62; p. 1188. 

Capital account; charges to; sup. 1 to 
No. 12; p. 329 
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Inventory of materials and sapyiins: 
No. 62; p. 4. 

Labor and wages; No. 65; p. 1395. 

Per diem accounting; No. 31-a (first 
issued as o— 63); pp. 832, 862. 

Sidetracks, ustrial; sup. 2 to G. O. 
No. 15; pp. 426, 499. 


Government operation of the railroads; 
pp. 5, 22, 45, 92, 101, 206, 228, 277, 445, 
496 (list of ‘controlled roads), 542, 631, 
724, 765,: 861, 871, 960, 1101, 1118, 1171, 
1259, 1367, 1381, 1423. See also finance, 
compensation, corporate operation, ad- 
vanced rates. 

Government ownership; pp. ae. 723, 866, 
871, 1136. See also Plumb plan. 

Grain movement, rates, loading,.etc.; pp. 

7, 147, 207, 208, 209, 266, 267, 270, 329, 


Kellogg, 
Keogh, 
256. 


Kintzele, 


Kruttschnitt, 
Labor, 


aoa re as to railroad 


a 
we. > caite on excelsior; p. 


— R. L.; prepayment of freight; p. 


Peter; cheaper postage rates; 


p. 1284 


Kintzele, P.; prepayment of freight; p. 


Julius; rates and com- 
modity costs; p. 775. 

position =. bia A legisla- 
tion, strikes, 233, 303, 332, 
347, 363, 391, 392, “a5 M72, 512, 546, 565, 
578, 632, 650, 717, 764, 779, 791, 813, 
833, 903, 947, 989, 1011, 1061, 1101, 1200, 
1257, 1259, 1301, 1326, 1353, 1367, 1454. 


See also wages. 


International Harvester Co. of Amer- 
ica vs. C, M. & St. P. (lowa); pp. 


29, 30. 

Johnson et ux. vs. Western Express. 
(Wash.); p. 258. 

Jones vs. Ft. W. & R. G. (Tex.); pp. 
148, 149. 

Kennedy et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Kan.); p. 71. 

King Grocery Co. vs. 
press (N. C.); p. 1186. 

Kraft and Madero vs. Rio Grande, E. 
P. & 8S. F. et al. a p. 258. 

Loree Ys Cc. M. & St. P. (S. Dak.); 
p. 4 

Magee 5 oa. va Dh & We 
(Pa.); 155. 

Marsh and Marsh vs. C. N. W. (Neb.); 


D 
Mo. Pac. (Ark.); p. 


Southern Ex- 


Labor unions and government; by Sen- 
ator Sherman; p. 764. 

Lacey, E. F.; demurrage charges; p. 741. 

La Follette, Senator, and railroad leg- 
islation; pp. 1260, 1324, 1367, 1373. 

ae L. H.; demurrage charges; 


342, 374, 437, 482, 514, 598, 615, 632, 734, 
804, $48, 908, 920, 9:0, 990, 1020, 1051, 1066, 
1089, 1090, 1102, 1124, ‘1127, 1187, 1201, 
1214, 1242, 1271,’ 1345, 1403, 1404. 
Gray, D. G.: a. t. m., BS. & O. 
Lines; p. 35. : 
Groseclose, A. M.; interest on over- Laughlin, 
charges; p. 323. : p. 140. 
Groseclose, A. M.; payment of claims; P.! Lenroot, Senator: 
379. railroad problem; 


1376. 
Liboy, W. P:; 


Martindale vs. 
616 
oS A. & kw. Cees m 


Miller Engineering Co. vs. La. Ry. & 
p. Nav. Co. (La.); B 615. 
: M. V. (Miss.); 


Nichols & Co. vs. 
McCotter vs. N. 


Miller Vs. 
552. 
Western 


pp. 1335, 1336. 
Order consignment: 

S. ON. C.)s p: 1186 
~~ vs. C: C.C. & St. £. Gind.): p. 


! Patterson vs. St. L. I M. & S. (Okla.); 
committee; p. 136 


J. D.; prepayment of freight; 


bill 
pp. 


for solution of 
471, 593, 653, 


appearance of railroad 
before House 


Guaranty; word defined dl Hines; p. 92. 
Haney, L. H.; replies to W. W. Manker; 
. 837. f lezi ‘ 
"ker, L. H.; corrects report of testi- —" 
mony; Dp. 785. we Livestock; handling of, 
— I. T.; prepayment of freight; p. 345, 369. 1088. 
Loadi f ° 
Harnach, J. W.; demurrage charges; p. 388, 909, 1983. 


Pendergraph et al. vs. American Ex- 
146, press (N. C.); pp. 1279, 1280. 
" vs. Southern (Fed. ct.); 
537, p. 552 : 


Pettit et al. 
Plano Milling Co. et al. vs. C. & G. 


etc.; pp. 


25, 211, 270, 
also efficiency in 


pp. 
See 


741 
Hashagen, J. D.; prepayment of freight; 
2 


. ee 
. J. D.; who is responsible? p 


_. 


in traf- 


charges; 


traffic. W. et al. (Tex.); pp. 1127, 1128. 

Logan County Coal Operators’ Assn.; Plant City Growers’ , va. A. C. 

— ~ pi ne ge es D = L. (Fla.); p. 667. 
ong an a 

1403, Puindexter’ bill. aul rule ee also Prete cote Co: vs. N. S. (N. C.): 
Haskett, N. S.; traffic manager Carolina| Toree, L. F.; ideas on railroad legisla- - é ‘ 

Ship Building Corporation; p. 1187. tion: pp. 66, 402. Rainbolt vs. Lanson Bros. et al. (Fed. 
Hedlund, A. a? a manager, Thos. ce mR P. 2 ” 

J. Lipton, Inc.; p eichardt Schulte Co. vs. H. 
ie Mik Ee oe os 86. LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. Cc. (Tex.); p. 70. sti 
Heinemann, C. B.; reply to L. H. Ha- ee Se Co. vs. Allen (Va.); ~~ et al. vs. N. P. CN. Dak.); 

ney; Pp. ; . D. . 
oe» A c..- 3: new livestock Anderson, Clayton & Co. vs. GC. & Roth | Coal Co. vs. L. & N. (Tenn.); 

rules; p. 1088. : S. F. (Tex.); p. 197. p. 1401. 

W. B.; fruit and produce ship- Bell Lumber Co. vs. Bayfield Trans- Rumbley vs. Manistee & R. (Ala.); 
432. fer Ry. Co. (Wis.); p. 257. p. 148. 
._J.; president and general; Belzoni, Citizens’ Bank_and Trust Co:| Russell, J. H., & Son et al. vs. Rio 
Wells Shipping Co., Inc., of, vs. Harpeth Nat. Bank of Frank- Grande & E. P. (Tex.); p. 148. 
lin et al. (Miss.); p. 552. Salant et al. vs. P. R. R. et al. (N. 
ighway improvement; pp. 8, 89, 743, Blocker et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. et al. Y.); p. 667. 

748, 800. See also efficiency in traf- (Okla.); p. 1280. Scrivens vs. C. of Ga. (Ga.); p. 1078. 

fic, Bobzein vs. N. Y. C. (N. Y.); p. 29. Simkins, W. A., Co. et al. vs. South- 
Hines, Weiter D.; who’s who — vs. Wells gee se » iy ern (N. C.); p. 1223. 

fic; p. 1405. onneman, E., o. vs. N. O. . & . 

P pirector- ee: attzess at N. ene Ca,» 1S. rs Co. (Mo.) ars > Se Set sees Soe 
. arfque p. m4 vs ouis Express Co. 0.); Ss 
Hiscano, R. A.; control of water rates; 29. ea Tap Heat kg a4 Co. 

p. 1076. Brown, J. J., Co. vs. Wichita Falls &| Starr et al. vs. C. B. & Q. (Neb.); p. 
Hiscano, R. A.; jurisdiction over water Ww. (Okia.); p. 1078. 667. , 
wats: P 9. ‘ Button vs. Southern Express (Mo.); p. Stewart vs. L. & N. (Ga.); p. 736. 

odges, M.; demurrage Stovall-P ; 

ote 879, 1077. Burke vs. U. P. (N. ¥.); pp. 736, 737.| ~~ o’ Gags. °° ©® VS: A. C. Le (Ga.); 
Hoffman, M. S.; bill of lading date; Burke Construction Co. vs. St. L.-S. Strong vs. Security Storage Ware- 
Hoff 4 M. S.; bill of lading supplies; Caddo Realty” Go. et al. vs. D. & R. G strothe ce ae ee 5 ce 

offma . , . . c . . A, A 
anes of bills” of lading: p. a. i » ome: Pp. ag N. (Ala.): 785, 148, 49 ae a ee, a 

oldren, .;. presiden raffic y vs. L. & N. a.); Pp. Su 1 ty. 4 
tans. Assn. of, Pitteburah; Dp. piss. mt a. Cay ee Co. vs. GC. of Ga. garland | Ry. a es oe ee 

olmgreen, reply to a . a.); D Swift q = A ° 

Johnson | in re transportation board, Carr a al. vs, ly & N. es p. at p. 300 oe ee Oe, a 

ete.; p. andler vs bre . a.); Pp. : West Bros. « ae & ; 
Horaby. P.; demurrage charges; Dp. oe ae a McCotter vs. N. S. Aw 959. oo es 

9 : p. Weste A % 
"SF BB SE | Soak Ne hss we wh Gti ee en. (Olin) 

1 olorado alfa ower Co. vs. Willia : 

$B Te aA st | otek Saree 'E EB a u| soils om a ma a a treo 

33. f rowley e al. vs ; = & @ Z, "5s. Gi. ° 
1213, 1214. al. (Tex.); p. 799. munca eo 

(Mo.); p. 
Deliver, refusal to; 


on ocean shipping; see ocean ship- 
wine - : f problem; pp. 124, 451, 1328. 
; . wg Edelstone et al. vs. Schimmel (Mass.);| “}®"9¢ T., prepayment of freight; 
Illinois District. Traffic League; plan for dD. 28. ‘ " 
railroad legislation; p. 466. . Evans vs. St. L. I. M. & S. (Okla.); —-s, R. R.; prepayment of freight; 
Tllinois Classification case; pp. 36, 203, p. 959. R. 1. & P. (lowa): ose : “ 
: “now ads BP. 380-1 Johnson pro d 
1161 (report of Commission), 1367, 1383.| Ferris vs. M. & St. L. Pee tone 3 
Illinois Manufacturers’ Association; plan} Gifford vs. Fargo (N. Y.); — he WW; before House commit- 
for railroad legislation; p. 410. Hallam vs. C. +. -%, -* (atex.); iP. 30. 897. ilroad legislation; pp. 634, 
e j ock- 
R. Marine: insurance and _ ocean _ freight 
inet H.; vice president N. Y. C.; yards Co. (Ind.); p. 1186. shipping, by Grover G. Huebner: p. 
International Commerce _ Commission; 552. 
Elizabeth Robinson; p. Heed vs. J. O. Dorris & Co. et al. D. 
(Ga.); p. 1401. (N.| Matthews, EF. 


93. 
Jocmnes. a as prepayment of freight; 


Pp. 4 

Johnson, Professor Emory R.; 
House committee on railroad legisla- 
tion; p. 232. 

Johnson, Alba B.; president Railway 
Business Association; activity in mat- = et al. (Tex.); 

ter of railway legislation; p. 458, 727, 70. 

941, 1003, 1055, 1115 (reply of G. M. Hubbard Bros. & Co. et al. vs. S. P. 

Freer), 1179 (reply to Freer), 1180, et al. (N. Y.); p. 197. 

1259 Hunter vs. L. & N. (Ky.); p. 1186. 


Huebner, Grover G.; series of articles Cunningham vs. C. & A. 
McCotter vs. N. Lovett, R. S.; solution of railroad 
W.; address before Academy | S. C.); p. 1186 Magrid, 
of Political Science: p. 1235. ! 
Ta, (enest Gf qmnmmines). 545, 1089. Fay vs. C. Manghum, Mason; letter te Fock about 
OMinn.); 10 380. 59 
Industrial roads, importance of; p. 1213.| Hammond vs. 
Hang vs. Southern Pacific (Nev.); p. 
“| John; Express Co. claim policy; 
Heuman vs. M. H. Powers Co. pp. 673, 785, pA demurrage charges; 
McCaull-Dinsmore case; value, time and 
place of shipment; pp. 758, 1024. 
McChord, Commissioner, on railroad 
credit; p 
t, 


before Tt mh TE 
Hill et al. vs. Ft. W. & D. C. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 61 
Howe Grain & 
Crouch Grain Co. 


Mercantile Co. vs. A. 


McCord, H. 
mins bill; p. 
McGehee, A. J.; 
lation; p. 431. 


gotee under the Cum- 
plan for railroad legis- 
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— E. W.; interest on overcharges; 
321. 


MoKeilar, railroad resolution; 


p. 1325. 
McKellar, 


Senator; 


R. L.; foreign commerce 
through southern — p. 1466. 
Merchant 674, 737, 954, 
1073, i111, 1126. 133, 1368, 1461. See 
also’ shipping board. 
Meridian, the, case; pp. 1302, 1402. 
Meyer, Commissioner; address before 
Academy of Political Science; p. 1181. 
oy eee time for paying claims; 
p. > 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Acme Cement & Plaster Co. vs. A. C. 
oar et al.; case 8297; reopened; p. 

‘ Anson, Gilkey & Hurd Co. vs. S. P.; 
Sate sane: lumber; reopened; pp. 

Bute, James, Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 

. et al.; case 9287; effective date 
postponed; p. 36. 

Cotton Mfrs. Assn. vs. C. C. & O. et 
al.; case 5504; reopened; p. 940. 

Diamond Alkali Co. vs. F. P. & E.; 
aay eee effective date postponed; 
p. a 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder 
Co. vs. H B. V. et al.; case 9277; 
sup. 4th sect. order 7386; effective 
date postponed; p. 30. 

Earle Cooperage case; fourth section 
i ee effective date postponed; 
p 

Ft. Worth Freight Bureau vs. C. 

& G. et al.; case 10125; effective a 
postponed; p. 662. 

Fractions, disposition of; fifteenth sec- 
tion order 1434 amended; D. 

Hagenburg, Frank, vs. Belt. Ry. of Chi- 
cago; case 7714; reopened; p. 960. 

Holmes & Hallowell vs. N.; case 
6194; nine related cases and _ sub. 
numbers; reopened; p. 815. 

Indianapolis Chamber Commerce 
et al. vs. C..C¢. C. & Bt. P. et eb; 
case 9308; reopened; p. 940. 

Kansas City Livestock Exchange vs. 
Cc. B. & Q.; case 9978; order modi- 
fied; p. 267. 

Marinette-Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. C. 
& N. W. et al.; case 10063; order 
modified; p. 1036. 

Natchez Chamber of Commerce _ vs. 
Aransas Harbor Terminal; case 9237; 
effective date postponed; 46. 

New England lines authorized to apply 
Anderson scale; fourth section order 
7536; p. 1286. 

Sioux City Live Stock Exchange vs. C. 
& N. et al.; case 10167; order 
modified: Pp. 267. 

— St. "Joseph Livestock Co. vs. C. 

& Q.; case 9758; order modified; p. 


367. 
Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. E. Jer- 
& Terminal Co. et al.; case 
“sub. No. 1; separation order; 


D. 

Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn _ vs. 
G Cc. & F.; case 9856; effective 
date postponed; p. 750. 

Three Lakes Lumber Co. et al. vs. Ww. 
W. Ry. et al.; case 8167; also I. S., 
193; reopened; p. 10. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9185; reopened; p. 940. 

Whitewater Lumber Co. vs. Ala. Cent. 
et al.; case 10083; reopened; p. 940. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECI- 

SIONS. 
Actions—federal control; Smith vs. A. 
C . &. : Hutchen & Snyder vs. 

T. & S. F. (Fed. ct.); p. 959. 

Bill of lading; Crenshaw Bros. & Saf- 
ford vs. S. P. (Calif.); p. 148. 

Bills of lading; Alaska 8. S. Co. et al. 
vs. U. S. (Fed. ct.); 128. 

Carmack amendment; Pay vv. Cc. B. 
I. & P. Ca.): p. 380. 

Carmack amendment; Lancaster et al. 
vs. Schreimer (Mo.); p Tas 

Cn. — . Nash’ vs. S. P. 

>. D. 

Cars, furnishing; Offerle Grain and 

Supply Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. n.); 


Cummins amendment; Western Assur- 
ance Co. vs. Wells Fargo & Co. 


(Minn.); p. 552. 

Commission order; Fay vs. C. R. L & 

P. (Ia.); p. 380. 

Commission rules; Southern Ry. vs. 
Pettit et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 551. 

Connecting carrier; relation of; Lan- 
coaster et al. vs. Schreiner (Mo. ); PD. 

ee Bobzein vs. N. Y. C. (N. Y.); 
p. 28. 


_Rates; 


’ Rebates; P. 
Pp. 257. 





Contract rates; Lancaster et al. vs. 
Schreiner (Mo.); p " . 
Contracts, special; B. & O. vs.‘ Arm- 
strong, Lee & Co. (Ohio); p. 799. 
Director-general proper party to ac- 
tion; Owens vs. Director-general et 

al. (N. C.); p. 1336. 
Disesinainationer so. Bros. Fruit & 
Produce Co. vs. P. Co. (Mo.); p. 551. 
Draft, po Bn a "of (Tex.); p. 799. 
Excess charges; ae et al. vs. 
Schreiner (Mo.); 71. 
Federal control; Geant, vs. C. & N. W. 


(Wis.); p. 736. 
Federal control; So wry Cotton Oil 
c Ga.); p. 197. 


Co. vs. L. 
Federal control; KO. Valley Town- 
Co. vs. ’Director-general et al. 

(Tex.); p. 197. 

Federal ‘control; West vs. N. Y. N. H. 

& H. (Mass.); p. 198. 

wolseal decisions; state courts bound 
to follow; Cicardi Bros. Fruit & Pro- 
duce Co. vs. P. Co. (Mo.); p. 551. 

Federal regulation; St. L. I | - 
vs. Patterson (Okla.) ; D. 
vs. Caddo Realty - et al. 
Burke vs. U. P. (N. Y.); p. 735. 

Foreign shipments; Burke vs. U. 
(N. Y.); p. 735. 

General order of Director-general; 
ret vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. 


Government control; Castle vs. South- 
ern (Fed ct.); p. 667; Salant et al. 
vs. P. R. R. et al. (N. io Le 667. 

Ieing | -~ om vs. N. Cc. (N 


Interetate commerce; Wrought Iron 
Range Co. vs. Rich (Idaho); p. 1280. 
Interstate transportation; O’Brien vs. 
P. Co. Gi. %.): vp. 
Livestock; 28-hour law; U. S. vs. Al- 
lentown Terminal (Pa.); p. 198. 
Long and short haul clause; Mo. S. vs. 
Mo. Commission (Mo.); p. 799. 
Notice of car codeted Futch vs. A. 
C.. ts. a. Codes 223. 
State 


* (Goi0.); : 


Overcharges; Fa. E. 
of Fla. R. R. Com. (Fla.); p. 257. 
Police regulation; effect of federal con- 
trol on; Owens vs. Director-general 
x. TC, ); p. 1336. 
he aeee: Burke vs. U. P. (N. 
Rates; Chicago Bd. of Trade = c. Cc, 
Cc. & St. L. et al. (Tll.); p. 198. 
Rates, fixing; Mo. Southern vs. Mis- 
souri Commission (Mo.); p. 799. 
Lakewood Engineering Co. vs. 
N. ¥. C. (Fed. ct.); p. 1079. 


Rates; P. L. & E. vs. South Shore 
(Pa.); p. 822. 

Rates, order fixing; Public Utilities 
Commission vs. Rhode Island Co. (R. 

p 

Rates; have effect of statute; Cicardi 
Bros. Fruit & Produce Co. vs. P. Co. 
(Mo.); p. 551. 

Rates, 
trol; 
Mich. 


Hd under federal con- 
Kneeland-Bigelow Co. et al. vs. 
Cent. et al. (Mich.); p. 1465. 
Co. vs. U. S. (Fed. et.); 


eg goods, duty to; St. L. & S. F. 
State et al. (Okla.) ; p. 1223. 
Retnetion in rates; National og 
~ vs. C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); p. 


Refrigerator cars, furnishings; Futch 
vs. A. C. L. (N. C.); p. 1223 
Regulation of common carriers; S. P. 
= vs. Stevens et al. (Fed ct.); p. 
Released rates; Burke vs. U. P. (N. 
-); Dp. 735. , 


Route, cheapest; So et al. vs. 
Schreiner (Mo.); 71. 

Routing, sveamnegiiae of; “2. aed et 
al. vs. Schreiner (Mo.); Dp. 

Special agreement: Edenton | * Cotton 
Mills vs. U. S. (N. C.); p. 1186. 

Spur tracks; Mo. S. vs. Mo. Commis- 
sion (Mo.); p. 799. 

State Commission orders; Lincoln Com- 
a Club vs. Mo. Pac. (Neb.); p. 


Suit by State commissioners; F te. E. 
Coast vs. — by Fla. R. R. Com. 
(Fla.); p. 257. 

Suits under federal control; 
vs. McAdoo et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 551. 

Switching charges; National Elevator 
oo vs. C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); p. 


Switching; American Smelting and Re- 
fining Co. vs. U. P. (Fed. ct.); p. 


198. 
en P. & L. E. vs. South Shore 
2. D. 
Tank cars, furnishing; st. L. & S 
vs. State et al. (Okia.); D. i038. 


Johnson 


P. Needham, & 


F. Preston, J. . 





Undercharges; C. C. C. & St. L. vs. 
Alexandria Paper Co. (Ind.); p. i: 
Waiver of Limitation; Fay vs. C. 
I. & P. (la.); p. 80. 
Way bill, restitution on; Langacet et 
al. vs. Schreiner (Mo.); Pp. 


Mississippi River barges; p. 1125. 
=a vehicles, stolen, transportation of; 


Myers, ‘Senator; speech on railroad bill; 


eS case; petition for reopening; PD. 
62; protest of complainant; p. 117. 

National Association of Railway and 
Public Utility Commissioners; ideas as 
to legislation; pp. 515, 867; annual meet- 
ing at Indianapolis, p. 867. 

National Association Por Manufacturers; 
plan of railroad regulation; p. 352. \ 

National Coal Ass’n; submits amendments 
to House railroad bill; p. 633. 

National Industrial Traffic League; sum- 
mer meeting at eres: p. 543; an- 
nual meeting at Chicago; 1107. 


= National Industrial Traffic Lona: posi- 


tion as i railroad legislation; pp. 431, 
543, 637, ~ 


valuation bureau; p. 118 

Norris, Senator; railroad bill; p. 1382. 

Ocean and rail rates; p. 78. 

Ocean carriers; profits of; p. 1387. 

Ocean freight forwarders; by Grover G. 
Huebner; p. 9. 

Ocean shipping: 
— . Huebner; pp. 129, 


appoint solicitor for 


series of articles by 
9, 317, 675, 


Off-line agencies; P. 267. 

Ono tb ate Se al Traffic League; pp. 
Oil; 2% on, og ge of, etc.; pp. 
248, 270, 1222, 1242, 1340. 

Oklahoma Traffic League; p. 763. 

ae G. W.; rate-making problems; p. 


90. 

Operating statistics; May, pp. 23, 
172, 267; June, pp. $31, 41 
July, pp. 554, 750; Au ust, pp. 782, 

t., and nine mont Ss, pp. 1049, 1184" 
ti! 5; October. fore 1242, 1254, 1368. 
wy freight agent, Le- 


Fy oe . company claim 
Policy; p. 553. 
Overcharge claims; interest on, etc.; 

¥. k iad 137, 138, 200, 321, 322, 328, 663, 7a, 


Overseas Nae reports of Director-Gen- 
eral; pp. 78, 35, 242, 371, 485, 607, 
739, 791, 308 952, - 1074, 1126, 1220, 
1273, 1332, 1889, 

Overton, E. ft. .M on overcharges; 

Dp 

Packers, stockyards, etc.; re atahecal of; 
Kendrick and Kenyon — 

Trade Commission 

complaint, etc.; pp. 19, 82, 

284, F339, 345, 391, 425, "480, 488, 631, 634, . 
660, 743, 759, 820, 837, oner 902, 940, 1121, 
1348, 1400, 1423, 1462, 1465. 

Packing and marking for export; by 
Grover G. Huebner; p. A 

Panama canal; pp. 17, 786, 901, 1221. 

Pascall, A. F.; overcharge ‘claims; p. 72. 

Passenger service and fares; pp. 203, 869, 


Passes; Senate inquiry into, etc.; pp. 22, 
82, 189, 669. 

Patterson, Charles F.; genera counsel, 

S. Shipping Board; 1275. 

Patterson, G. 8.3 retires irom practice of 
law; p. 1188. 

Paulson, F. E.; reply to Alva B. Johnson; 
Pp. 1059. 

Per diem accounting resumed; 832. 

Perry, H. W.; trucks and tealelos as rail 
feeders; p. 261. 

Pierson, R. S.; express company claim 
policy; p. 1422. 
ik C.; a public service official; 


lan, he; "ts 231, *. 277, see. 
aT et 4 391, 410, 423 

” 472, 512, , 583 * 590; 594, 

’ $61, 910, 

920, 94 8, 950, 96 9. v 

Poindexter bill; 188, 
223. See also Pa section ‘iceislation: 
“270, 431, 493, 


Port warehouse Lg ay he 
Postal service 72, 

Lr 705, 814, 301, Tie ater 1350, 1356, 
a 


1 
Potatoes; frost-proof cars for; 
Potter, H. 75 F. O. B. shipmen p. 1403. 
°9 pp. 


Potter aes H. payment of claims; 
Potter, P.; lumber demurrage charges; 
Prepayment bt’trele mat charees: Pe _ a4. 6, 

188, 139, 440, 205, 206, D6, 264, 


i, Ts 4 
322, 432. 

T.; increased minimum 
weigts; pD 83. 





8 


Price, 


Private cars; pp. 27, 724. 
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Ww, 2 
policy; p. 741. 


Express Company claim 


See also pack- 
ers, regulation of. 


Procedure before the I. C. C.; by C. D. 


Chamberlin; p. 1025. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


Acceptance of goods for carriage; car- 
rier’s duty; p. 1028. . 
Address; shipment without; indemnify- 
ing carrier on; P 826. ; 
Address; conflict between bill and ship- 
ping ticket; p. 1339. ; 
Advanced charges on reconsigned ship- 

ment; p. 1027. 
Advanced rates, intrastate, under G. O. 
28; p. 919. 

Advanced rates; application under G. O. 
28; p. 202. : 
Advanced rate under G. O. No. 28; pp. 

30, 152, 153, 824, 973, 1277. 
Agreed value on rugs; p. 1338. 
as of rates under G. O. 28; p. 


ot ae agreement; ‘“‘run arounds’’; p. 
23. 


ato agreement; July settlements; 

Pp. q 

Average agreement; settlements for ac- 
counts of July, 1919; p. 1193. 

Average agreement; application of, to 
cars set for loading, but not loaded; 
pp. 1228, 1463. : 

Bill of lading; surrender of straight bill 
not usually required; p. 202. 

Bill of lading; checking rate and route 
in; p. 666. 

Bill of lading; special form of; p. 745. 

Bill of lading; construction of excep- 
tions in sect. 3; p. 794. 

Bill of lading forms; p. 798. | 

Bill of lading; less goods received than 
receipted for; p. 975. f 

Bill of lading, uniform; construction of 
exceptions to sect. 3, paragraph 3; pp. 
1196, 1197. : 

Bill of lading, through export; instruc- 
tions regarding; p. 1197. 

Bill of lading; construction of excep- 
tions in sect. 3, paragraph 3; p. 1399. 

Boiler inspection act applies to switch- 
ing movement; p. 918. 

Canadian shipment; time to sue on; p. 


Cancellation of rates; p. 152. 
Carload, full; freight in excess of; 


1278. 

Carloads, full; freight in excess of; 
1195. 

Carload rating for carload service; p. 
491 


Carload rating for carload service; p. 
1 


Cars unsuitable and goods improperly 
packed; p. 917. 

Cars furnished by shippers; charge for 
shipments loaded on; p. 1279. 

Charges on cars fully loaded not to ex- 
ceed charges on same lot of freight if 
shipped 1. c. 1.; p. 1194. 

Charge for 1. c. l. shipment not to ex- 
ceed charges on carload basis; p. 1195. 

Claim in express shipment; time within 
which to file; p. 34. 

Claim for non-delivery; p. 87. P 

Claim in unrepeated message; time to 
file; p. 151. 

Claim; failure to give notice of; p. 199. 

Claim for non-delivery; time to file; p. 
264. 

Claim; time within which to file; p. 429. 

Claim, filing; condition precedent to re- 
covery; p. 429. : 

Claim for lost shipment; time within 
which to file; p. 492. - 

Claim; information in support of; p. 492. 

Claim, filing; condition precedent to re- 
covery; p. 547. 

Claim; filing notice of; p. 549. 

Claim for C. O. D. shipment; p. 618. 

Claim, notice of, before shipment 
moves; p. 665. ; 

Claim; sufficiency. of notice of; p. 746. 

Claim; filing notice of; p. 795. 

Claim for C. O. D. shipment; p. 825. 

Claim; sufficiency of notice of; p. 976. 

Claim; time within which to file; p. 977. 

Claim; time within which to file; p. 978. 

Claim; withdrawal by consignor through 
misstatements by carrier: p. 1145. 

Claim for partial loss; p. 1277. 

Claim; time within which to file; p. 
1397. 

Claim; 
1340. 

Claims; time within which to sue; p. 
1398. 

Claims, interest on; p. 1397. 

Claim for loss and damage; time with- 
in which to file; p. 1337. 


time within which to file; p. 


Claims, payment of, on which time 
for suit has expired; pp. 1278, 4279. 

a time within which to sue; p. 
1227. 

Claims, payment of, on which time for 
suit has expired; p. 1194. : 
Claim tor lost shipment; time within 

which to file; p. 1033. 
Claims; by whom filed; p. 1029. 
Claims; interest on; p. 8z5. 
Claims; exceptions to filing; p. 825. 
Claims, interest on, and special dam- 
ages; p. 794. 


-Claims against railroads under federal 


control; p. 745. 

a a time within which to file; p. 

Claims against receivers; p. 429. 

Claims; time for filing; p. 326. 

Claims against receiver of R. R. un- 
der federal control; p. 200. 

Claims based on invoice price; p. 87. 

Claims, adjusting, under clause 3, 
sect. 2, uniform bill of lading; p. 35. 

Class rate, minimum, on articles rated 
lower in exceptions than in claSsi- 
fication; p. 550. 

Coal; allowance for moisture; p. 199. 

a 9 D. collections, payment of; p. 

Coal advanced rates on; p. 550. 

Collection of freight charges; carriers’ 
election; p. 1399. 

Ceeaies rates under G. O. 28; p. 


Combination rates; factors to be used 
in basing; p. 1030. 

Combination rate made up of com- 
modity rate and minimum class rate; 
p. 1229. 

Combination rates; p. 550. 

Combination rates; application to of 
— charge for C. L. shipment; 
p. i 

Combination, lowest, applicable in ab- 
sence of through rate; p. 202. 

Company material; rates on; p. 31. 

Concealed loss or damage; p. 1276. 

Concealed loss or damage; p. 86. 

Consignee liable for freight only when 
owner; p. 666. 

Cotton, reconsignment of; p. 549. 

Damage on foreign shipment without 
license; p. 745. 

Damage through unsuitable equipment; 
p. q 

Damaged shipments returned; cost of 
repacking; p. 665. 

Damaged F. O. B. 
on; p. 201. 

Damages, measure of, for partial in- 
jury; p. 152. 

Damages, special, in delayed _ ship- 
ments; p. 150. 

Damages, special; p. 150. 

Damages, measure of, in shipment in- 
jured in transit; p. 34. 

Damages in shipment returned to con- 
signor; p. 328. 

he special; shipment of honey; 
Dp. ; 

Damages, measure of; 
broken glass; p. 548. 


Damages, measure of, in recognized 
shipments; p. 975. 

Damages, measures of; p. 977. 

—— for failure to furnish cars; 
p. q 


Damages, measure of, in repaired ship- 
ments; p. 1083. 

Damages for wrongful use of con- 
verted property; p. 1276 

Damages, measure of, at 
place of shipment; p. 1276. 

Damages; receipt for amount less than 
sustained; p. 1340. 
Damages, measure of, in 
partly restored; p. 1464. 
—_ car furnished by shipper; 
p. 974. 

Delay, notice of, to shipper; p. 1277. 

Delay in shipment of goods intended 
for use; p. 797. 

Delay in transportation 
routes available; p. 265. 

——a shipment; special damages in; 
p. ’ 

Delivery 
1464. 

Delivery; what constitutes; p. 1337. 

ema without surrender order bill; 
p. 4 

Devery to carrier, what constitutes; 
p. 5 

Demurrage; p. 798. 

Demurrage on shipments. shelled in 
transit; p. 261. 


shipment; charges 


shipment of 


time and 


shipment 


when two 


at non-agency stations; p. 


Demurrage on car refused by con- 


signee; p. 265. 
Demurrage on car 
signee; Pp. 4 7 
Demurrage charges; cars for loading; 
p. 1030. 


refused by con- 





Demurrage on car refused by con- 
signee; p. 1144. 

— on shipment of coal; p. 

Demurrage on car reconsigned to em- 
bargoed points; p. 1463. 

Diversion under instructions to pro- 
tect through rate; p. 1229. 

Diversion and reconsignment; defini- 
tion of; p. 1194. 

Diversion under instruction to protect 
through rate; p. 1030. 

—— of goods; failure of carrier; 
p. q 

Diversion under instructions to pro- 
tect through rates; p. 664. 

Diversion under instructions to pro- 
tect through rate; p. 202. 

Duplicate shipment; measure of dam- 
age in; p. q 

Duplicate shipments; measure of dam- 
age in; p. 150. 

Electric thresholds for elevators; rat- 
ing on; p. 490 


. Embargoes, status of; p. 1028. 


Exceptions; minimum rate on articles 
rated lower in exceptions to classi- 
a oy than in classification proper; 
p. 3 

Export; delay in shipment intended 
for; p. 428. 

Export traffic; 
p. 427. 

Export shipments; 
202 


regulations governing; 
war tax on; p. 
Express charges on lost shipment; p. 
— companies; liability of; p. 


Express shipment valued at less than 
50 cents a hundred pounds; p. 1029. 

Express shipment; freight charges not 
applicable to; p. 826. 

Express Co. must make personal det 
livery; p. 665. 

Express shipment, returned; charges 
on; p. 620. 


Express shipment; measure of recovery 


for partial loss; p. 618. 

Express shipment; valuation of; p. 378. 

Express shipment valued at less than 
fifty cents a pound; p. 377. . 

Express company; delivery to; p. 376. 

Express shipment; measure of recovery 
for partial loss; p. 328. 

muprese Co.’s liability for sale of goods; 
Pp. : 

morass charges in duplicate shipment; 
p. ‘ 

Express rates; time of delivery no fac- 
tor; p. 85. 

——- shipment to non-agency point; 


p. 5 

Potael control; date of; 
p. i 

Follow lot shipments; p. 1397. 

Peer: loss in shipments by; DP. 


F. O. B. shipments; p. 1403. 
F. O. B. shipments; p. 1030. 


= jars; rates applicable on; pp. 744, 


Household goods; shipments of; p. 796. 

—- goods; released rates on; p. 

Industrial Railway cars; p. 1081. 

Industrial tracks; construction of; p: 919. 

Inspection; right of; p. 1462. 

Inspection; consignee’s right of; p. 1339. 

Inspection of car for loading; p. 975. 

Inspection; consignee’s right of; p. 548. 

Insurance in excess of damage; p. 

Interest on C. O. D. collections; p. 

Interest on delayed shipment; p. 377. 

——- on claims for loss and damage; 
p. : 7 

Intermediate clause; rate applicable un- 
der; p. 798. 4 

Interstate traffic; rate applicable on if 
filed with I. C. C., unless restricted to 
intrastate traffic; p. 84. 

Legal rate applicable; pp. 32, 262, 1336. 

Liability of consignor for freight 
charges; p. 1398. _ 

Liability of consignor for 
charges; p. 1338. 

Liability for freight charges; p. 1277. 

Liability, pro rata, of express com- 
pany; p. 917. 

Liability for freight charges; p. 666. 

Liability of carrier for goods refused by 
consignee; p. 377. 

meer f of carrier in C. O. D. shipment; 
p. i 

Live stock: basis for applying increase 

to rates on; p. 1193. 

Loading, improper; p. 1084, 

Loading, improper; p. 826. 

Loading shipments improperly; p. 427. 

Loss after delivery at wharf for export; 


effective 


freight 


téas in shipment moving under clear 
record; p. 200. 
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Loss in shipment moving under clear 
record; p. 428 

Loss or damage; notice of; p. 919. 

Loss, evidence in proof of; p. 1083. 

Loss from defective loading or cooper- 
age; p. 1462. 

Lost shipment; claim for refund of pre- 
paid charges; p. 826. 

Lost shipment originating in S. Ameri- 
ca; p. 1338. 

a, and products; classification of; 
p 

Lumber rate based on combination of 
locals; p. 1336. 

i, shortage of, in open cars; DP. 

Lumber basis for constructing com- 
bination rates on; p. 490. 

Marking 1. c. 1. freight; rule for; p. 1196. 

ot “ey Meena amount recoverable; 
Pp. 42 

Marine insurance policy; 
coverable under; p. 825. 

Middleman; measure of damage of-ship- 
ment moving through; p. 1145. 

Middleman; measure of ‘damage ‘to ship- 
ment invoiced through; p. 

Middleman; measure of damage “to ship- 
ment invoiced through; p. » 

Middleman; measure of damages to ship- 
ment.invoiced through; p. 744. 

Milling in transit; application of through 
rates: rules at intermediate points; 


amount re- 


Minimum weights applicable in connec- 
no rate based on combination; 


p. L 

Minimum charge for c. 1. shipments; ap- 
plication to combination rates; p. 490. 

a charge on 1. c. 1. shipments; 
p. , 

Minimum charge for c. 1. shipments; 
— of, to combination rates; 
p. . 

Minimum class rate on articles lower in 
exceptions than in classification prop- 
er; p. 1081.- 

Minimum charge for carload shipments; 
p 

Minimum class rates; p. 1278. 

Minimum charge for c. 1. shipments; 
application of to combination rates; 
pp. 1278, 1279. 

Misbilling goods; p. 919. 

Misquoted rate; p. ol. 

Misroute, carriers’ liability for; 

Misroute, carrier’s; p. 795. 

Misroute, carrier’s; p. 551. 

Misroute due to erroneous terminal de- 
livery; p. 549 

Misroute due to erroneous terminal de- 
livery; p. 976. 

Misrouted shipments; 
1226 


p. 1081. 


charges on; DPD. 

Misrouted shipment; ratification of by 
shipper; p. 33. 

Misrouting by express company; p. 1277. 

Misrouting; delivery instructions by 
consignee to destination not conclusive 
of; p. 1228 

Misrouting, liability for; p. 490. 

Mixed shipments in Texas state traffic; 
p. 1193. 

Moisture; loss in shipments subject to 
absorption of; p. 547 

Non-agency stations; delivery at; p. 665. 

Non-agency stations; carrier not re- 
quired to receive freight at; p. 325. 

Notification; p. 663. 

Notice of arrival; p. 1081. 


Notice of arrival of shipments at non- 
agency stations; p. 4 
Notice, filing, prerequisite to bringing 
suit; p. 151. 
Notice, filing, 
suit; p. 492. 
Notice in order consignment; p. 975. 
Notice of loss or injury; p. 
Order bill; delivery without surrender- 
ing; p. 1399. 
Order consignment: delivery of, without 
surrender of bill of lading; p. 264. 
Order —— notice to consignor 
ein; p. 
Overcharge; party entitled to; p. 798. 
Overcharge on misdelivered shipment 
ratified by shipper; p. 547. 
Overcharge, refunding, in excess of law- 
ful charge; p. 33: 
Overcharges, interest on; p. 200. 
Overcharges; party entitled to; p. 663. 
Overcharges; interest on; p. 1397. 
Packing, improper, of goods; p. 917. 
Perishable property; carrier’s duty to 
preserve after arrival: p. 1226 
Pilferage from gondola car; pp. 327, 795. 
Prepayment of freight; p. 264. 
Reconsign, carrier’s failure to; p. 1084. 
— privileges and rules; p. 
Reconsignment instructions; 
regard; p. 1399. 
Reconsignment rules in effect date of 


prerequisite to bringing 


failure to 





shipment govern movement to desti- 
nation; p. 1228 ‘ 

Reconsigning charges vs. switching 
charges due to change in designated 
place of delivery; p. 1193. 

ee of freight charges; time for; 
p. § 

Redemption of ticket; p. 663. 

— charges due to misdirection; p. 

Refusal of carrier to receive goods; p. 


Refusal of goods partly injured; p. 1085. 

Refusal of freight; notice of: p. 1196. 

Refused shipment; notice of, to con- 
signee; p. 798. 

Retused shipment; notice to consignee 
of; p. 548. 

Refused shipment; 
return; p. 618. 

Released value, declared in new bill of 
lading; p. 327. 

ee value based on rates; pp. 32, 

Repair to cars; pp. 1337, 1463. 

Reparation; time to file suit; p. 824. 

Reparation on shipment making a com- 
bination rate higher than rate subse- 
quently established and than rate via 
competing lines; p. 84. 

Reparation on shipments moving on 
combination rates higher than rates 
subsequently established; p. 262. 

Reparation on shipments moving on do- 
mestic rates because of cancellation 
of export rates; p. 378. 

Reparation claims; payment of tariff 
rate condition precedent to considera- 
tion; p. 977. 

Returned shipment; freight on; p. 201. 

Routing, shipper’s; pp. 379, 550. 

Routing via cheapest available route; 
jurisdiction of I. C. C. over carrier; p. 
974. 

Routing instructions; pp. 491, 664, 798. 

Rugs; agreed value on; pp. 1027, 1277, 
1338. 

Salvage on claims filed by consignor; 
p. 199. 

wipe expenses incurred in; p. 200. 

San Francisco state toll charges; p. 84. 

Sawmill; rating applicable on; p. 1082. 

Scale weights, consignee’s; p. 266. 

Seal record: loss in shipments moving 
under; p. 1339. 

Shipper’s load and count; p. 32. 

Shippers’ load and count stipulation in 
shipment transferred in transit; Pp. 
1144. 

Shipper’s load and count stipulation; pp. 
34, 1029, 1337. 

Shortage ‘during earrier’s unlawful pos- 
session of shipment; p. 1196. 

Shortage; carrier’s liability for; p. 1226. 

Sleeping, Car Co.: liability of. for pas- 
senger’s belongings; p. 1226. 

State commissioners; order by; p. 1082. 

Storage, tax on; p. 1197. 

Storage charges resulting from strike; 
p. 1463. 

Storage on shipments partly delivered; 
p. 1226. 

Storage charges, refund of, assessed be- 
cause of failure to give notice of ar- 
rival; p. 550. 


duty of carrier to 


Storage charges on refused shipment; p. 
26. 


Storage charges; refund of; p. 86. 

Strikes; liability for loss caused by; p. 
491. 

Strikes: delay caused by; p. 1145. 

Suit, time for; carrier cannot waive 
stipulation; p. 1082. 

Suit: carrier cannot waive stipulation 
regarding time; p. 1933. 

Suit, time to enter; 
waive stipulation; p. 

Suits against carriers; p. 1144. 

Surrender straight bill not usually re- 
quired; p. q 

Switching charges to be assessed on 
material purchased from carriers; p. 
263. - 

Switching charges on two small cars 
furnished in lieu of large car ordered; 
Pp. 977. 

Tank cars, 
p. 549. ; . 

Tank cars: rental of, while being re- 
built; p. 265. 

Tariffs, reissuing; application of G. O. 
28; p. 1146. 

Tax on shipment to government, F. O. 
B. destination; p. 7. 

Taxes, refund of; p. 976. 

Telegraph Co.’s liability for unrepeated 
messages; p. 1226. 

Terminal delivery not shown in bill of 
lading; p. 797. 

Through rate, lowest; 
sible for; p. 31. 


earrier cannot 


movement of, for loading; 


ecarreirs respon- 


Through rate exceeding sum of inter- 
mediates; p. 3. 

Through rates to points based on ar- 
bitraries over common points; p. 261. 

Tracer, filine not equivalent to notice 
of claim; p. 493. 

Trade discount allowance; p. 376. 

Transit privilege; loss of, due to car- 
rier’s misroute; p. 427. 

264, 


Truck; cost of transportation by; Dp. 
Undercharges; time to collect; p. 755. 
ad” eae shipper’s liability for; p. 


ene: consignee liable for; p. 

Value of shipment purchased for future 
delivery; p. 746 

Valuation of express shipment moving 
under uniform bill of lading; p. 1145. 

War a government exemption from; 
p. a 

War tax on drayage charges; p. 325. 

War tax on export shipments; p. 1081. 

War tax on export shipments to Cana- 
da; p. 1146. 

War tax on storage; p. 1463. 

en earrier’s liability as; p. 

Warehouseman; carrier’s responsibility 
as; p. 1083. 

Warehouseman; 
as; p. 1398. 

Water shipment; notice of arrival and 
of claim; p. 427. 

Weighing and_ inspection 
status of; p. 1228. 

Weight, lost; evidence regarding; 
1197, 1464. 

Weights; shortage in; pp. 1083, 1414. 

Weights, minimum applicable in con- 
nection with rate based on combina- 
tion; p. 1146 


Quirk, R. E.; 
iner; p. 1239. 
Railroad problem, solving the; pp. 5, 66, 
73, 124. 165, 230, 285, 310, 413, 431, 471, 
685, 813, 239 (Hines urges legislation), 
861, 867, 1190, 1259, 1452. See also 
ouse hearings, Esch-Pomerene bill, 
enate bill, Chamber of Commerce plan. 
Railroad reports for 1917 and 1918; p. 943. 
Railway Business Association; activity 
in matter of railway legislation; p. 639. 
See also Johnson, Alba P. 
Railway Investors’ League; 
railroad legislation; p. 298. 
Railway reveriues; May and five months; 
pp. 90, 127: June and six months, pp. 
278, 392; July and seven months, pp. 
546. 616, 622; August and eight months, 
p. 828: September and nine months, pp. 
icon 1148- October and ten months, p 
Redding. W. B., traffic manager, Pine 
Bluff Chamber of Commerce; p. 1239. 
Refrigerator car case; pp. 612, 1079, 1121, 
1225 (Rynder brief attacking Thorne). 
Regional directors; orders of, etc.; pp. 
253, 270, 324, 334, 372, 430, 437. 446, 450, 
535, 537, 583, 610, 632, 715, 734, 740, 742, 
783, 787. 800. 801, °12, 849, 920. 951, 952, 
966, 980, 1020, 1065, 1072, 1089, 1090, 
1106, 1127, 1187, 1224, 1242. 1386. 
a amendment to Senate bill; 
oO 
Return of the railroads to private con- 
trol: pp. 862. 911, 1051, 1076, 1112, 1198, 
1237, 1257, 1265, 1292, 1312, 1352, 1365, 
aa 1372, 1450 (President’s proclama- 
on). 
Rich, E. J., appearance before House 
oo on railroad legislation; p. 


carrier’s responsibility 


bureaus; 


pp. 


appointed attorney-exam- 


ideas as to 


Rippin, Chas.: demurravre charges; p. 741. 

ee and Harbors Congress; pp. 1346, 

Robinson, R. M.: traffic assistant to Di- 
rector of Public Service; p. 

Robinson, Senator J. T. (who's who in 
traffic); p. 143. 

Robinson, Elizabeth; 
commission; p. 493. 

Rodehaver, C. H.: a little fun with gov- 
ernment operation; p. 674. 

Rowe, . C.: represents cattle raisers 
before House committee on railroad 
legislation: p. 405. 

Rutan. J. E.: rates on steel for ships; 
p. 1190. 

Ryan, Thomas J.; express charges; pp. 
139, 553. 

St Paul Ass’n of Public and Business 
Affairs; railroad program; p. 1328. 

Seid, J. J.: Poindexter bill; p. 25. 

Senate bill for railroad legislation: pv. 
123, 187, 206. 231, 237. 494, 511, 527, 529 
(digest by Senator Cummins), 546, 566, 
567 (complete text of), 578. 645, 1717, 
767, 829, 906, 961 (as revised by com- 
mittee), 967 (as exnlained by Cum- 
mins). 1005. 1051. 1105. 1111, 1113. 1131, 
1141, 1173, 1253, 1257, 1260 (La Follette 


an international 
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minority report), 1301, 1312, 1372, 1453, 
1454. 


Sherman, Senator; labor unions and gov- 
ernment; Pp. 
—, bill as to control of state rates; 


19. 
Ship mortgage bill; p. 1387. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 
Charters and voyages; approval of; 
D. 
goal vaste pp. 784, 901. 
Edge, seas ution as to sale of ships; 
Pp. 
een” ‘pi--: pp. 899, 1126. 
Imperator, case of; p. 1390. 
Information bureau discontinued; p. 988. 
Johnson, Professor Emory; scheme for 
——— of ocean and port charges: 


saber and strikes; p.- 1333. 

Lake ports to Burepe nme 

Merchant marine; pp. at, P00, * 81, 
540, 1073, 1126, 1213, iss 1461. 

Ocean freight rates; pp. 16, 80, 130, 192, 

Ocean freight rate control; pp. 76, 313, 


Ocean traffic in vessels controlled by 
board; p. 606. 

Pacific, ships for; 1333: 

Payne, J. B., gucceeds E. N. Hurley as 
member and chairman; pp. 65, 101, 
102, 196, 242, 319, 541. 

Personnel, changes in; 38d. 1072. 

Revenue of board; p. 13 

Sailings of vessels; pp. 9, 74, 131, 191, 
oe 315, 370, 419, 483, 538, 605, 607, 


scat bill; 196. 
Shipbuilding program; 1390. 
mest gt ON Board; favactiontion of; pp. 


Shipping ‘Board; annual report; pp. 609, 


Shipping Board changes; p. 607. 
Southern ports; diversion of freight to; 
see export freight in general index. 
Southern Cross Fruit Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. 
& P. R. S. S. Co.; separation on ship- 
ment of truck; D. 196. 

Southern ownership of vessels; m. Ti. 

Trade routes; p. 2 

Water rates, jurisdiction over; pp. 65. 
237, 640. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Average, general; The Ernestina: Bravo 
et al. vs. St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. 
Co. (Fed. ct.); p. 1186. 

Bridges; Wilmington Ry. Bridge Co. et 
al. vs. Franco- gr arg oe Co., 
Ltd., et al. (Fed. ct.); 

Carmack amendment; Pacific Coast 
Borax Co. vs. Shippers’ ene 
Co., Inc., et al. (N. Y.); p. 1224. 

Charges; overpayment wot Grundy vs. 
<rooten s &.. Cos 96. 

Charter party; The ‘iaiboon E. Bullard 
(Fed. ct.); p. 822. 

or aa orders; Alaska S. S. Co. et 


al. vs. Ss. (Fed. ct.); p. 1127. 
Cuanrast. ‘breach of; Gottesman et al. 
©. & P. S. S. Co., Ltd. (Fed. 
ab As of. 
Contract, 


special; Empire Fuel Co. vs. 

Lyons ( (Fed. ct.); p. 667. 

=e | ~ ae et al. vs. Orth (Fed. 
c p. 

“ae or cargo; The Adah (Fed. 
c p 

Discharge of vessel; Ottawa Transit Co. 
vs. 261,000 bushels of wheat (Fed. 
ct.); p. 1335. 

Harter act; Alaska S. S. Co. et al. vs. 

S. (Fed. ct.); p. 1127. 

Hote: act; The Ernestina; Bravo et al. 
vs. St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
(Fed. ct.); p. 1186. 

re or et al. vs. Orth (Fed. 


t.); p. 9 

Liability of charterer; N. Y. & A. Light- 
erage Co. vs. Lambert Transporta- 
tion Co. (N. Y p. 1016. 

Liability, limitation of; Mariani Bros., 
Ine., vs. Thos. Wilson, Sons & Co. 
(N. Y.)3_p. 615. 

Liability, limiting; Kroll et al. vs. Ori- 
ental Nav. Corp. (N. Y.); p. 1281. 

Lien; The Addison E. Bullard; Allen et 
al. vs. Turner et al. (Fed. et.); p. 822. 

Lien on cargo; Thorbjorn vs. Harrison 
& Co., Inc., et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 1281. 

Load. failure to: Steger et al. vs. Orth 
(Fed. ct.); p. 920. 

Proof, burden of; Mariani Bros., Inc., 
vs. Thos. Wilson, Sons, & Co., Ltd. 
(N. Y.); p.._ 616. 

Property, under federal control; The 
Catawisso (Mass.); p. 

Repairs to vessel; The Morris T ; Tebo 
Yacht Basin Co. vs. Mweedic’ (Fed. 
ct.); p. 822. 

Shipping Board act.; p. 799. 


Shipping Board act.; The Lake Mon- 
roe (Mass. Fed. ct); p p. 737. 

Shipping Board agency; U. S. vs. Union 
a Products Co. (Fed. ct.); D. 

Shipping Board vessels; The Jeannette 
Skinner (Fed. ct.); p. 920. 

Suits under federal control; D. A. S. 
et al. vs. Hustis (Mass.); p. 552. 

Tonnage; of R. Grace & Co. 7 Luck- 
enbach S. Co. et al. (Va. 736. 

Wharfage; The Vigo (Fed. c 5? p. 553. 


Shortlines; representatives before House 
interstate i. hm committee; pp. 589, 
724, 726, 911, 

Sidetrack agreements; Pp. 

Signer, F. E.; president New ‘York Traffic 
Club; p. 1466. 

Simpson, V. K.; prepayment of freight; 
p 

“re sone. ; Express Co.’s claim pol- 
cy; Dp. : 

Small, Perry; refrigerator car distribu- 
tion; p. 321. 

Smashey, 8 B.; grain minimums; p. 1404. 

Smith, A. H.; ideas for settlement of rail- 
road oie PP. 310, 654. 

Soldiers; jobs for; p. 27. 

Soldiers; fares for; see decisions of I. C. C. 
“Golden vs. Director-General); p. 58. 

Solicitors and off-line agents; p. 137. 

Southern Traffic League; appearance be- 
fore House committee (through W. A. 
Wimbish) on railroad legislation; pp. 
300, 597 (Wimbish plan for government 
loans to carriers), 777, 13 =" 

Southwestern class scale; p. 

Southwestern Industrial Traffic League; 
appearance before House committee on 
railroad legislation; pp. 236, 836. 

Stade i jurisdiction over; pp. 19, 20, 

231, 515, 544, 867, 1005, 1159. 

steve, B. F.; express company claim pol- 
icy; p. 

Stebbings, A. W.; 

255. 


p. 

Steel; prices, rates on, strike, etc.; pp. 
487, 511, 656, 685, 734, 1001, 1189, 1283. 
Stover, R. L.: complaint in regard to 

traffic committees; p. 255. | 
Strickland, W. W.; interest on over- 
charges; p. 24. 


SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS. 

Collision, liability for; Liverpool, Brazil 
& River Plata Steam Nav. Co. vs. 
Brooklyn Eastern Terminal; p. 1390. 

Fink, A. J., ¥8. P.. C. Cc. & St L.; pay- 
ment of undercharge; p. 1128. 

Lehigh Valey coal case; p. 1129. 

Michigan fare law; p. 1128. 

Ohio coal rate case; T. O. C. prayer for 
writ of certiorari denied; p. 4 

Passenger fares; St. L. = M. & S. vs. 


payment of claims; 


ney Williams and Lucy Williams;| 


1344, 

Platform, size of; state law does not 
control; p. 1128. 

Railway mail bag; U. S. Court of Claims 
affirmed in dismissing petition of N. Y. 
N. H. & H.; p. 1356. 

soethere Pacific California oil land case; 
p. 

Taxation of railroads; C. of Ga. vs. 
=a state supreme court reversed; 

9 

Texation for highways; sheriff, etc., of 
Crawford Co., Tex., vs. St. » em 
& S.;_p. 1465. 

Undercharges; P.c. Cc. & St. L. vs. Al- 

vin J. Fink; pp. 1128, 1396. 


Tacoma plan for solving railroad prob- 
lem; pp. 653, 1105. 

Tait, "Adam; ‘traffic oy 4 Pierce-Ar- 
row Motor Car Co.; ; p. 801. 

Tariffs, envelopes for; p. 1189. 

Tax, war, on transportation; pp. 202, 208, 
325, 326. 398, 499, 672, 740. 799, 917, 976, 
1081, 1111, 1146, 1197, 1463. 

Telephone revenues; pp. 72, 212, 604, 980, 
1404. 


TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF I. C. C. 


American International Shipbuilding 
Corp. et al. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
10611; spotting; p. 1310. 

American Smelting & Refining Co. vs. 
L. V.: case 10489; use of cars during 
shortage; D. 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co. et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.: case 10526; smel- 
ter products; p. 1371. 

Ark. Jobbers’ and Mfrs’. Assn. vs. C. 
R. L & P. et al.; case 10415; same 
va &. & V.s case’ 10416; fruits, etc.; 
p. 763. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. Til. Cent. et al.; 
case 10261 and related cases; grain; 
pp. 1105, 1170. 

Arkansas Jobbers’ & Mfrs’. Assn. vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al.: case 10417; grain 
and products; p. 513. : 





Atlantic Lumber Co. vs. U. Y¥. P. & 
x, 3 et al.; case 10183; lumber; p. 

Atwood Refining Co. vs. M. K. & 
et al.; case 10670; eg og we ‘310. 

Ault & *Wiborg Co. vs. P. R. t al.; 
case 10742; By of soda; 4 {370 

Avella Coal Co. et al. vs. P.’ & W. Va. 
et al. and six sub. numbers; repara- 
tion; p. 1371. 

Badger ‘Lumber Co. “ ave A. & & 
S. F. et al.; case 10062; unjust dis- 
crimination; p. 1256 

Bare, D. M. Paper Co. vs. C. & O. et 
al.; case 10682; pulp wood; p. 864. 

Birmingham Packing Co. vs. L. & N 
et al.; case 10579; meat; p. 762. 

Boldt, Chas., Co. vs. B.-& O. et al.; 
case 10663: glass oe, p. 1217. 

Bowden, John, vs. N. . & N. et al; 
case 10705; mine eg *p. 1370. we 

California Citrus League vs. A. & R 
et al; case 10525; fruit; p. 1105. 

Calumet & Arizona Mining Co. et. al. 
vs. El Paso & S et al.; case 
10597; copper ore; p. 1448. 

Cedar "Rapids Chamber of Commerce 
vs. an & O. et al.; case 102381; coal; 
p. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. 

T. & S. F. et al.; case te p. 599. 

Cleveland Cooperage Co. vs. cS 
& ih et al.; case 10794; BE. 
p. ’ 

Colorado Fuel and Iron Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 10723; iron and 
steel; p. 1048. 

Cohen-Schwartz Rail & Steel Co. vs. 
Iik. Cent. et al.; case 10692; scrap 
iron; p. 864 

Cohen-~ Schwartz Rail & Steel Co. vs. 
St. & S. F. et al.; case 10665; 
rails oe angle bars; Dp. 995. 

Cohen-Schwartz Rail & Steel > vs. 
Morgan’s La. & Tex. R. R. Ss. S. 
Co. et al.; case 10677; old -.. rails; 
p. 1048. 

Columbia’ Rope Co. vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 10809: ixtle; p. 1309. 

Cotton Manufacturers’ Assn. of S. C. 
vs. C. C. & V. et al.; case 5504; coal; 
p. 1310. 

Conlon, F. P., et al. vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H. et al.; case 10706; charges for 
delivery; p. 1218. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. West- 
ern Transportation and Towing Co. 
et al.; case 7a paper; p. 113. 

Decker, Jacob E., & Sons vs. M. & St. 
tts et al.;- case "9238; fresh meats; p. 

Diamond Alkali Co. vs. B. R. & P. et 
al.; case 10431; coal; p. 7. 


Downey Shipbuilding Corporation vs. 
Station Island Rapid Transit Ry. et 
al.; case 10311; also trustees in liqui- 
dation of Milliken Bros., Ine., vs. 
same; case 10311, sub. No. 1; switch- 
ing and spotting: p. 599. 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder 
Co. vs. M. D.'& S. et al.; case 9752; 
also sub. Nos. 1 to 110; No. 10045 
and sub Nos. 1 to 37; No. 10043 and 
sub. Nos. 1 to 34; No. 9849 and sub. 
Nos. 1 to 21; No. 10397 and ~*~ Nos. 
1 to 8: cotton linters, etc.; p. 397. 

Du Pont. E. L, de Nemours & & Co. vs. 
rae M.; case 10107; box shooks; p. 
Du _ Pont, = I., de Nemours Powder 
Co. vs. Jersey & Seashore et al.; 
case Lo7"3: sulphuric acid; p. 1310. 
Empire Steel & Iron Co. va. C. of N. 
J. et al.; case 10387; industrial road 

case; p. 603. 

Excelsior Powder Mfg. Co. vs. A. & 
MG eS al.; case 10444; nitrate of soda; 

General Chemical Co. vs. D. L. & W. 
+ case 10822; nitrate of soda; p. 

Gwinn Bros. & Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 9478; flour; p. 602. 

Globe Automatic Sprinkler Co. vs. Di- 
rector-General; case 10439; pipes and 
fittings; p. 1170. 

Gold Hunter Mining & Smelting Co. et 
al. vs. N. P. et al.; case 10648; value 
of ore, ete.; p. 1048. 

—. loss and damage claims; case 

p. i 

Graves, N. Z., Inc., vs. W. & <A.; case 
10757; farvtes: p. 1369. 

Gross, M. S. et al. vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 10699; coal; p. 1217. 

Haarman Vinegar & Pickle Co. vs. C. 
St. P. M. & O.; case 10627; apple 
juice; p. 994. 

Haarman Vinegar & Pickle Co. vs. N. 
P. et al.; case 10630; pickles; p. 1048. 

Hannah Distributing Co. et al. vs. Ill. 
Cent. et al.; case 10344; class; grain 
and grain products; p. 817. 














Heid Bros. vs. El Paso & N. E.; case 
10524; demurrage; p. 397. 

Hormel, Geo, A., & Co. vs. C. G. 
aaa case 9978; cattle and hogs; p. 
1 


Hudson Mule Co. et al. vs. Hines et 
al.; cases 9966, 9967, 10090, 10469 and 
parts of the 4th sect. aps.; horses 
and mules; p. 1048. 

ee classification; 

Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. 
>. S. F. et al.; case 10299; water; p. 
ao 

Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et 
al vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et'al.; case 
9326; livestock; pp. 937, 995. 

Inland Steel Co. et al. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral; case 10595; iron and steel ex- 
port; p. 817. 

Interstate Iron & Steel.Co. vs. P. R. 
= et al; case 10662; mill cinders; p. 

: 

Interstate Packing Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 10716; hog transit rule; 
p. 1311. . 

Jennings-Jarratt Co. vs. I. & G. N. et 
al.; case 10669; bat guano; p. 1369. 

Kanawha, Glen Jean and Eastern; al- 
lowances to; case 4564; coal; p. 601. 

Kansas City Refining Co. et al. vs. A. 


ex parte 67; p. 


= . S. F. et al.; case 10327; fuel oil: 
Karchner Iron & Steel Co. vs. B. & 
5 et al.; case 10455; scrap iron; p. 
Keet. & Rountree Co. vs. Baltimore 
Steam Packet Co. et al.; case 10480; 


_cotton piece goods; p. 171. 
Kickapoo Sand & Gravel Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 10528; sand and 


gravel; p. 114. 
Koenig, P., Coal Co.; vs. Grand Trunk 


of Canada et al.; case 10451; coal; 
p. 1216. 

Lakewood Engineering Co. vs. N. Y. 
C.; case 1047x; railway track; p. 1310. 


La Salle County 
Cc. M. & 


Carbon Coal Co. vs. 
St. P. et al.; case 10680; 
passenger service; p. 8 

Leavenworth Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Leavenworth and Topeka et al.; 


cape 10454; switching charges; D. 
Lehigh Valley Coal Sales Co. vs. L. 
V. et al.; case 10731; coal; p. 1449. 


Lesser- Goldman Cotton Co. vs. La. & 


N. W. et al.; case 10795; cotton; p. 
1309. 

Lewis, F. J., Mfg. Co. vs. A. B. & A. 
et al.; case 9443; crude tar; p. 1217. 


Lindsay- Sheridan Co. vs. S. P. et aL: 
cases 10719 & 10720; apples and can- 
taloupes; p. 1048. 

Livestock loading and unloading 
charges; I. & S. 1118; p. 599. 

Lowry Lumber Co. vs. C. I & L. et 
al.; case 10638; lumber; p. 994. 

Lowry Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H. et al.; case 10642; also related 
complaints; demurrage on lumber; p. 


Lowry Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 10687; lumber; p. 1309. 

Lowry Lumber Co. vs. St. L. S. W. et 

lumber demurrage; 


al.; case 10736; 
p. 1448. 

Macintyre, A. J., vs. C. St. P. M. & 
O. et al.; case 10636; hay; p. 937. 
McCrory Stores Corp vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al.; case 10521; glassware; p. 283. 
Memphis-Southwestern investigation 
(No. 9702); related docket cases and 
in and 15th section applications; p. 


Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. 
General. et al.; p. 864. 

Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. Director- 
General et al.; case 10496; class and 
commodity; p. 939. 

Minneapolis Traffic Assn. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 10543 and related 

-_ cases; grain; pp. 1105, 1170. 

Mobile Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Mobile & Ohio et al.; case 5899; 
export cotton; p. 1218. 

Mobile Chamber of: Commerce and 
Business League et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 10622; sugar; p. 1310. 

Montgomery Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 10559; 
iron and steel articles; p. 818. 

Montgomery Chamber of Commerce vs. 
ay N. et al.; case 10542; sugar; p. 

Montana Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 10019; petroleum, etc.; 


Director- 


p. 938. 

Morrell, John, & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 9355; packing house prod- 
ucts; p. 1310. 


National Council of Farmers’ Cooper- 





ative Association vs. A. & V. et,al.; 
case 10233; coarse grain; p. 601. 
National Refining Co. vs: A. T. & BS. 


F. et al.; case 10640; petroleum prod- 
ucts; p. 0. 

Nebraska. ~~ Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. 
vs. C. & Q. et al.; case 10251; re- 


pe oR p. 763. 

New Bedford Board of Commerce Vs. 
Boston & Maine et al.; case 10312; 
cotton; p. 513. 

New Jersey Power and Light Co. vs. C. 
R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 10747; coal; 
p. 1369. 

New York, State of, Commission of 
Highways vs. West Shore et al.; case 
10471; also 10506 and 10506 sub. 1, 
same vs. others; crushed stone, sand 
and gravel; p 815. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. 
S. F. et al.; case 9093; potatoes; p. 


283. 

Oden & Elliott et al. vs. S.A. L. et al.; 
cases 698 and 707 (sub. Nos. 215 and 
541); reparation; p. 1369. 

Old Dominion Co. et al. vs. 
General; case 10483; marine 
ance; p. 1217. 

Park Bros. (C. D. Clark, trading as) vs. 
L. & N. et al.; case 10436; shelled 
corn; p. 602. 

Phelps-Dodge Corporation et al. vs. A. 
& N. M. et al.; case 10492; copper; 


p. 1369. 

Pittsburgh, Allegheny & McKees Rocks 
R. R. Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al.; case 
10393; road held to be a common car- 
rier; p. 60. 

Pneumatic Scales Corporation, Ltd., 

4. # R. et al.; steel containers; io 
Pure Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et alt; case 10388; petroleum: p. 113. 
Pyrene Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y¥. C. et al.; 
case 10735; fire extinguishers; p. 1310. 
Quincy Market Cold cer & Ware- 
house Co. et al. vs. N. N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 10427; LE oR. of 
charges for delivery of freight; p 602. 
Raleigh Chamber of Commerce vs. S. A. 


Director- 
insur- 


L. et al.; case 10515; N. C. Commis- 
sion vs. "A. Cc. L. et al.; case 10500; 
p. 863. . 
Richardson, John, Co., et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 10510; china clay; 
p. 1047. 


Rockford Lumber and Fuel Co. et al. vs. 
Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 10626; recon- 
signment; pp. 937, 995. 

Rogers-Brown Iron Co. vs. P. R. R. Co.; 
case 10481; limestone; p. 937. 

Schram Glass Mfg. Co. vs. Director- 
General; case 10633; coal; p. 1369. 

Seaboard By-Product Coke Co. vs. D. 
L. & W. et al.; parts of 4th sect. ap. 
1625; case 10367; coke; p. 170. 

Slater, U. M., Inc., et al. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 10040; sheep; p. 864. 

Snyder, G. U., & Co. vs. U. P. et al.; 
case 10781; refuse molasses; p. 1370. 
South Bend Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 10514; In- 

diana percentage groups; p. 816. 

Southport Mill, Ltd., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 10405; copra and palm 
kernel; p. 171. 

Steel Cities Chemical Co. vs. N. & W. 
et al.; case 10440; sulphuric acid; p. 
450. 

Steinhardt & Kelly vs. Erie; case 10103; 
notice of arrival, apples; p. ns 

Stokes, E. P.. et al. vs. D. & W. 
et al.; case 9806; also sub. Now ‘1, same 
vs. P. R. R. et al.; coal; p. 763. 

Sugar Land Manufacturing Co. vs. B. 

. lL. & W. et al.: case 1007; cotton- 
seed hulls; p. 171. 

Sulzberger & Sons and Wilson & Co. vs. 
C. R. I. & P.; case 8632: meat; p. 817. 

Tennessee Coffee Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 


case _— copper refining in transit: 
144 
P.. 8. BR: et al: 
case 10445; switching; p. 938. 
Thomas Tron Co. vs. C. of N. 
industrial road case; p. 
603. 

Torsion Balance Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Trantum and Danzer. Inc., vs. N. Y. P. 
et al.; case 10225; lumber; p. 1256. 

case 10700; coal; p. 1369. 
United Iron Works Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


p. 5 
Thatcher Mfg. Co. vs. 
J. et al.; 
case 10364; 
et al.; case 10085; scales; p. 1217. 
Union Tanning Co. vs. C. C. & O. et al.; 
et =. case 10659; iron pipe fittings; 


p. 994. 

U. S. Cast Iron Pipe and Foundry Co. 
vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 10547; allow- 
ances and divisions; p. 818. 

United Verde Extension Mining Co. vs. 
a” & F. 


et al.; case 10704; coal; p. 


Terminal charges; 
Terminal committees; 


Texas rates; 
Texas 


Thelen, Max; address at N. 


Thorne, 


p. 1 
Thom, 


Tombs, 


Tong, O. W.:;: 


Transfer points; records at; p. 
Transportation board; see Johnson, Alva 
B. 


Turner, W. 
Tuttle. R. L.; 
Tyrrell, F. 


Van Arsdel, E. 
p. 
Vogth. A. W.; 
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Utilities Development Corpountien et al. 


va. }. C. & St. et al.; case 
10710; coal; p. 1369. 
Volker, Wm., & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


et al.; case foaat congoleum; p. 171. 


Wadhams Oil Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W.; 
case 10274; petroleum; p. 713. 

Warrenton, Oregon, vs. Walla Walla 
Valley et al.; case 10668; class and 
commodity; p. 1311. 

Washington Western Ry. Divisions; 
case 8167; lumber; p. 604. é 

Waste Merchants’ Asn. of N. Y. vs. 


Ann Arbor et al.; case 10509; repara- 
tion for servises; p. 1256. ‘ 

Western Petroleum Refining Assn. vs. 
A. & et al.; case .10511; petro- 
leum; p. 815. e 

Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 10269; paper 
tablets; p. 1217. 

Wilburn Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 10245; coal; p. 1216. 

Winona Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 10404; petroleum; p. 59. 

Wis. & Mich. Fruit Jobbers’ Assn. vs. . 
A. & W. et al.; case 10020; refrigera- 
tion charges; p. 864. 

Wright Tie Co. vs. Batesville-South- 
western et al.; case 10635; crossties; 


p. 1218. 
Zelni¢ker, W. A., Supply Co. vs. S. A. 
aaa et al.; case 10637; relay rails; p. 
6. 


basis for; p. 72. 
pp. 849, 862, 957, 
1086, 1130, 1241. 
p. 223. 
Industrial Traffic League and 
Texas Chamber of Commerce; ideas as 
to railroad legislation; pp. 236, 357, 1180. 


Texas Ports Traffic Association; p. 254. 
Thelen, Max (who’s who in traffic) ; p. 


330. 

A EE B. Sf 
banquet; p. 890; address to Traffic Club 
of Chicago; p. 8. 


Thorne, Clifford; return of roads to pri- 


vate control; p. 785. 

Clifford ; government guaranty 
to railroads; p. 1259; advanced rates; 
Alfred P.;: phases of railroad 
problems; pp. 462, 645, 730, 771, 774 (ex- 


cess earnings), 779, 1007, 1235. See also 
executives. 
Thompson, P. R.; basis for terminal 


charges; p. 72. 


Tiffany, C. H.; another rate advance; p. 
1022. 
Todd, P. R., succeeds J. H. Hustis as 


director of New England district; p. 36. 
Guy; traffic manager, Canadian 
Export Paper Co., Ltd.; p. " 

ideas as to the return of 
the railroads; p. 1238. 


Tonnage statistics; p. 1281. 
Traffic clubs; 
Traffic clubs and the railroad problem; 


list of; p. 1282. 
pp. 120, 139, 147, 187, 257, 435, 715, 1188. 


Traffic committees; pp. 28, 229, 255, 266, 


545, 612, 760, 852, 911, 1055, 1060, 1450. 


Traffic Man, the; pp. 258, 1070. 
Traffic reports, weekly; pp. 63, 154, 209, 


259, 319, 368, 413, 497, 536, 616, 827, 954, 
1090, 1198, 1348, 1468. sees. 


Transportation conférence plan for rail- 


road_ legislation; pp. 173, 651. 


Troops, movement of, etc.; p. 156. 
Troy Chamber of Commerce; suggestions 


to shippers; p. 1272. 


Trucks, motor, transportation; pp. 14, 89, 


232 264, 434, 500, 1202, 1231, 1269, 1273, 


1350. 
See also efficiencv in traffic. 


Truman, M. G.; lumber demurrage tar- 
iffs; p. 958. 


S.; transportation of cotton 
by rail; p. 914. : 
consolidated classification 
decision: pp. 820, 1022. 

J.; poor postal service; pp. 
205, 494. 


Tyrrell, F. J.; express company policy; p. 


1022. 
Underwood; E. Marvin; appointed chief 
counsel, Railroad Administration; p. 


340. 


Valuation of railroads; pp. 20, 198, 329, 


498, 660. 802. 869. 882 (report of N. A. 
R. U. C. committee), 920, 996, 1235, 
1302, 1402. 


Value. time and place b>} shipment; see 


McCaull-Dinsmore ca 

C.; the *T920 traffic man; 
1070. 

express Co. claim policy; 
p, 1077. 
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Wages, railroad; pp. 165, 228, 247, 277, | Webater, W. D.; prepayment of freight; | Williams, E. L.; handling lot shipments; 


85, 296, 342, 364, 411, 424, 429, 473 p 


p. 321 


(President Wilson issues appeal to Weighing: report of N. I. T. L. commit- Williams, E. L.; prepayment of freight; 


shopmen), 532, 565, 578, 594, 655, 767, 
862, 897, 947, 948, 1062, 1128, 1160, 1171 
(salaries of railroad officials), 1225, 
1253, 1353, 1395, 1424. 

See also labor. 
bed 19 Cc. V.; envelopes for tariffs; p. p. 324 


tee; p 


Walker, S. A.; intensive loading; 
Warfield plan, the; PP. 311, 353, 302, 7399, White, L 
469, 649, 765, 830, 1 Ite, Ls. 


Water rates and esas jurisdiction over,| Warding Co.; p. 
etc.; pp. 20, 65, 123, 139, 234, 237, 515,| White, J. W.; tng cars; p. 27. 
544, 596, 640, 642, 722, 727, 901, 916, 1006, Who's’ Who in Traffic; 

son, p. 143; Max Thelen, p. 330; C 

om p. 747; Walker D. Hines, p. Science; wi... 98. 


1009, 1034, 1076, 1327. 
See'also Esch-Pomerene Bill. 
be ty use and development of; 


White, W. W.; interest on overcharges; Dp. 


wee. W. W.; poor postal service; p. 


p. 


Wighgen. G. E.; prepayment of freight; p. | Williams, G. W.; solicitors’ and off-line 


osu p. 187; interest on overcharges, 
Wilson, A. L.; traffic agent, the 4-Ones; 
p. 1130. 


Wires; government control of; Pp. 30, 


M.; A. G, M. Fast Freight For-| 118, 224, 446, 523, 642, 867. 


Woods, Arthur; assistant to secretary of 
war; jobs for soldiers; p. 27. 


Senator ae heyy Commissioner; address before 


Academy of Political and Social 


Women in railroad work; pp.. 33, 804. 


319, 487, 643, 658, 776, 1046, 1110, ‘125, Willette, B.; stamping bills of lading; p. | Zimmerman, Burt; traffic manager Na- 


i346, 1406. 


tional Refining Co . /! 


BETTER LET US BIND UP 


Your Back Copies of The Traffic World 


UUUQSUORTOOINOETNGOUELOOSEUEALESOGLROLASENESATOR NAVEEN TENANT ANEU ATLANTA 


We Dolt Right and the cost is but $1.75 per volume 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 So. Market Street, Chicago 


Convincing Figures 
Are Prime Factors 


In the Settlement of Every Case 
Brought Before 


The Interstate 
Commerce Commission 


Our Facilities for Compiling 
Them Are Unsurpassed 


Write Us for Estimates 


Special Service Department 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


505 Colorado Building, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


SHORT CUTS 


IN FIGURING PERCENTAGES 


LaFayette’s Table of Percentages 


Particularly adapted to the audit- 
ing and accounting departments of 
the railways in apportioning 
revenues and expenses 


DELIVERED PRICE $5.00 


SHORT CUTS 


IN CALCULATING FREIGHT CHARGES 


LaFayette’s Railway Calculator 


Shows correct charge any weight 
to forty thousand pounds at from 
one cent to two dollars per hundred 
pounds 

DELIVERED PRICE $5.00 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 
418 So. Market St., Chicago 








